AGENDA

EDMONDS CITY COUNCIL

Council Chambers ~ Public Safety Complex
250 5th Avenue North, Edmonds

SPECIAL MEETING
JANUARY 13, 2015
6:30 P.M. - CALL TO ORDER
1. (30 Minutes) Convene in executive session to discuss collective bargaining per RCW 42.30.140(1)(a).
STUDY SESSION
JANUARY 13, 2015

7:00 P.M. - CALL TO ORDER / FLAG SALUTE

2. (5 Minutes) Roll Call
3. (5 Minutes) Approval of Agenda
4. (5 Minutes)  Approval of Consent Agenda Items

A. AM-7402 Approval of City Council Meeting Minutes of January 6, 2015.

B. AM-7405 Approval of claim checks #212286 through #212410 dated January 8, 2015 for
$541,643.82.

C. AM-7376 Acknowledge receipt of a Claim for Damages from Philip Christensen ($158.68).

D. AM-7357 Authorization for the Mayor to sign an Interlocal Agreement between the City of
Lynnwood and the City of Edmonds for joint funding of the Recycling Coordinator.

E. AM-7387 Confirmation of Municipal Court Judge Linda Coburn.

5. (5 Minutes)  Swearing in of newly confirmed Municipal Court Judge Linda W. Y. Coburn.
AM-7400
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7. (15 Minutes)
AM-7406

8. (15 Minutes)
AM-7399

9. (10 Minutes)
AM-7329

10. (25 Minutes)
AM-7403

11. (10 Minutes)
AM-7396

12. (20 Minutes)
AM-7404

13. (20 Minutes)
AM-7395

14. (20 Minutes)
AM-7381

15. (5 Minutes)

16. (15 Minutes)

17.

18.

ADJOURN

Audience Comments (3 minute limit per person)*
*Regarding matters not listed on the Agenda as Closed Record Review or as Public
Hearings

Growing Transit Communities Program

Review of Shaw Lane final plat at 8620 218th St. (File # PLN20120043)

City Hall Exterior ATM Concession Agreement

Discussion of the Draft Housing Element for the 2015 Comprehensive Plan Update

Review of proposed changes to Edmonds City Code, Chapter 10.16 Cemetery Board

Discussion on Potential Update of Council Vacancy Interviews and Appointment

Process

Discussion regarding Code of Ethics

Continued Discussions on the Study Sessions

Mayor's Comments
Council Comments

Convene in executive session regarding pending or potential litigation per RCW
42.30.110(1)(0).

Reconvene in open session. Potential action as a result of meeting in executive session.
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AM-7402 4. A

City Council Meeting

Meeting Date: 01/13/2015

Time: Consent

Submitted By: Scott Passey

Department: City Clerk's Office

Review Committee: Committee Action:

Type: Action

Information

Subject Title
Approval of City Council Meeting Minutes of January 6, 2015.

Recommendation

Review and approve meeting minutes.

Previous Council Action
N/A

Narrative
The draft minutes are attached.

Attachments
Attachment 1 - 20150106 Draft Council Meeting Minutes

Form Review

Form Started By: Scott Passey Started On: 01/08/2015 07:02 AM
Final Approval Date: 01/08/2015
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EDMONDS CITY COUNCIL DRAFT MINUTES
January 6, 2015

Following a reception for Councilmember Strom Peterson at 6:00 p.m., the Edmonds City Council
meeting was called to order at 6:30 p.m. by Mayor Earling in the Council Chambers, 250 5" Avenue
North, Edmonds.

ELECTED OFFICIALS PRESENT STAFF PRESENT
Dave Earling, Mayor Phil Williams, Public Works Director
Diane Buckshnis, Councilmember Carrie Hite, Parks & Recreation Director
Kristiana Johnson, Councilmember Scott James, Finance Director
Lora Petso, Councilmember Patrick Doherty, Econ. Dev & Comm. Serv. Dir.
Strom Peterson, Councilmember Jerry Shuster, Stormwater Eng. Program Mgr.
Joan Bloom, Councilmember (arrived 6:40 p.m.) Rob English, City Engineer
Adrienne Fraley-Monillas, Councilmember Carolyn LaFave, Executive Assistant
Thomas Mesaros, Councilmember Jeff Taraday, City Attorney

Scott Passey, City Clerk
ALSO PRESENT Jerrie Bevington, Camera Operator

Jeannie Dines, Recorder
Noushyal Eslami, Student Representative

1. CONVENE IN EXECUTIVE SESSION TO DISCUSS A REAL ESTATE MATTER PER RCW
42.30.110(1)(c).

At 6:30 p.m., Mayor Earling announced that the City Council would meet in executive session to discuss
a real estate matter per RCW 42.30.110(1)(c). He stated that the executive session was scheduled to last
approximately 20 minutes and would be held in the Jury Meeting Room, located in the Public Safety
Complex. No action was anticipated to occur as a result of meeting in executive session. Elected officials
present at the executive session were: Mayor Earling, and Councilmembers Johnson, Fraley-Monillas,
Buckshnis, Peterson, Petso, Bloom and Mesaros. Others present were City Attorney Jeff Taraday, Parks
& Recreation Director Carrie Hite, and City Clerk Scott Passey. At 6:53p.m., Mayor Earling announced
to the public present in the Council Chambers that an additional 5 minutes would be required in executive
session. The executive session concluded at 6:58 p.m.

2. MEET WITH SISTER CITY CANDIDATE NORIKO TSENG FOR CONFIRMATION TO THE
EDMONDS SISTER CITY COMMISSION

At 6:59 p.m., the City Council met with Sister City Candidate Noriko Tseng. The meeting took place in
the Council Chambers, located in the Public Safety Complex. All City Councilmembers and Mayor
Earling were present.

Mayor Earling reconvened the regular City Council meeting at 7:05 p.m. and led the flag salute.

3. ROLL CALL

City Clerk Scott Passey called the roll. All elected officials were present.
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4. APPROVAL OF AGENDA

COUNCILMEMBER BUCKSHNIS MOVED, SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER PETERSON,
TO APPROVE THE AGENDA IN CONTENT AND ORDER. MOTION CARRIED
UNANIMOUSLY.

5. APPROVAL OF CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS

COUNCILMEMBER BUCKSHNIS MOVED, SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER FRALEY-
MONILLAS, TO APPROVE THE CONSENT AGENDA. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.
The agenda items approved are as follows:

A APPROVAL OF CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES OF DECEMBER 16, 2014

B. APPROVAL OF CLAIM CHECKS #212021 THROUGH #212168 DATED DECEMBER
18, 2014 FOR $1,400,051.90, #212169 DATED DECEMBER 22, 2014 FOR $8,759.24 AND
#212170 THROUGH #212285 DATED DECEMBER 31, 2014 FOR $629,152.24.
APPROVAL OF PAYROLL DIRECT DEPOSIT AND CHECKS #61408 THROUGH
#61418 FOR 463,333.53, BENEFIT CHECKS #61419 THROUGH #61425 AND WIRE
PAYMENTS OF $440,831.50 FOR THE PAY PERIOD DECEMBER 1, 2014 THROUGH
DECEMBER 15, 2014. APPROVAL OF PAYROLL REPLACEMENT CHECK #61426
FOR $708.90. APPROVAL OF PAYROLL DIRECT DEPOSIT AND CHECKS #61427
THROUGH #61435 DATED JANUARY 5, 2015 FOR $485,727.78, BENEFIT CHECKS
#61436 THROUGH #61446 AND WIRE PAYMENTS OF $415,215.01 FOR THE PAY
PERIOD DECEMBER 16, 2014 THROUGH DECEMBER 31, 2014

C. APPROVAL OF RESOLUTION THANKING COUNCILMEMBER DIANE BUCKSHNIS
FOR HER SERVICE AS COUNCIL PRESIDENT
D. APPROVAL OF RESOLUTION THANKING COUNCILMEMBER STROM PETERSON
FOR HIS SERVICE AS A COUNCILMEMBER
E. CONFIRMATION OF NORIKO TSENG TO THE EDMONDS SISTER CITY
COMMISSION
6. SELECTION OF COUNCIL PRESIDENT FOR 2015

Mayor Earling reviewed the selection process: The Mayor will call for nominations. No Councilmember
may nominate more than one person for a given office until every member wishing to nominate a
candidate has had an opportunity to do so. Nominations do not require a second. The Mayor will repeat
each nomination until all nominations have been made. When it appears no one else wishes to make a
nomination, the Mayor will ask again for nominations. If none are made, the Mayor will declare the
nominations closed. After the nominations are closed, the Mayor will call for a vote in the order that the
nominations were made. Councilmembers will be asked to signify their vote by raising their hand. As
soon as a nominee receives four votes, the Mayor will declare the Council President elected and no votes
will be taken on the remaining nominees. The same process will be repeated for the election of the
Council President Pro Tem.

COUNCILMEMBER PETSO MOVED, SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER BLOOM, TO DO
THE ELECTIONS BY BALLOT RATHER THAN IN ORDER OF NOMINATION.

Mayor Earling clarified it would be a written ballot. Councilmember Petso agreed State law does not
permit a secret ballot.
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MOTION CARRIED (6-1), COUNCILMEMBER PETERSON VOTING NO.
Mayor Earling opened nominations for Council President.

COUNCILMEMBER PETERSON NOMINATED ADRIENNE FRALEY-MONILLAS FOR THE
POSITION OF COUNCIL PRESIDENT.

There were no further nominations.

NOMINATION OF ADRIENNE FRALEY-MONILLAS FOR COUNCIL PRESIDENT FOR 2015
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

7. SELECTION OF COUNCIL PRESIDENT PRO TEM FOR 2015

COUNCILMEMBER BLOOM NOMINATED LORA PETSO FOR THE POSITION OF COUNCIL
PRESIDENT PRO TEM.

COUNCILMEMBER BUCKSHNIS NOMINATED KRISTIANA JOHNSON FOR THE POSITION
OF COUNCIL PRESIDENT PRO TEM.

COUNCILMEMBER PETERSON NOMINATED THOMAS MESAROS FOR THE POSITION OF
COUNCIL PRESIDENT PRO TEM.

There were no further nominations.

Councilmember Bloom made a statement regarding her nominee; since she has been in on office there has
been an ongoing, not so subtle campaign to diminish the status of the legislative branch of Edmonds
government. Today Council is considering taking part in diminishing its own status, considering breaking
precedent by electing a member, Councilmember Mesaros, who has less than ten months of experience, to
a position of authority within the Council. She felt this disrespected the Council’s role in government and
also disrespects the voters who place the Council in a position of responsibility. She nominated
Councilmember Petso because she has over eight years of experience as a Councilmember and is the most
qualified to be Council President Pro Tem.

Councilmember Peterson said he proudly nominated Councilmember Mesaros; although he has served on
the Council a short time, his work has been exemplary. His ability to work within the community, with
staff, and with Councilmembers; his even demeanor; and his view for moving the process forward no
matter the outcome says a lot for his legislative stance. His professional work outside the community has
been tremendous. He was honored to nominate Councilmember Mesaros for this position.

Councilmember Buckshnis explained she nominated Councilmember Johnson who served as Council Pro
Tem last year and could have been Council President this year. She served on a number of committees
last year, her leadership is well known and she should continue for another year as Council President Pro
Tem.

City Clerk Scott Passey distributed Roll Call sheets to be used as ballots and read the results of each
ballot:

Nominee | Votes | Councilmember
Ballot 1

Councilmember Johnson | 2 Buckshnis, Johnson
Councilmember Mesaros | 2 Mesaros, Peterson
Councilmember Petso 2 Petso, Bloom
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| Abstain | | Fraley-Monillas |

Councilmember Fraley-Monillas asked for clarification that four votes for one person were required to
select the Council President Pro Tem. City Attorney Jeff Taraday agreed.

Nominee | Votes | Councilmember
Ballot 2

Councilmember Johnson | 2 Buckshnis, Johnson
Councilmember Mesaros | 2 Mesaros, Peterson
Councilmember Petso 2 Petso, Bloom
Abstain Fraley-Monillas
Ballot 3

Councilmember Johnson | 2 Buckshnis, Johnson
Councilmember Mesaros | 2 Mesaros, Peterson
Councilmember Petso 2 Petso, Bloom
Abstain Fraley-Monillas

Councilmember Fraley-Monillas explained she abstained from the vote because all three nominees have
valuable input and ways to serve the City and she did not want to alienate anyone. If the vote is a 3-3 tie,
she will have to break tie but at this point she did not intend to enter into the election.

Nominee | Votes | Councilmember
Ballot 4

Councilmember Johnson | 2 Buckshnis, Johnson
Councilmember Mesaros | 2 Mesaros, Peterson
Councilmember Petso 2 Petso, Bloom
Abstain Fraley-Monillas
Ballot 5

Councilmember Johnson | 2 Buckshnis, Johnson
Councilmember Mesaros | 2 Mesaros, Peterson
Councilmember Petso 2 Petso, Bloom
Abstain Fraley-Monillas

Mayor Earling relayed a question whether the Council wanted to adjourn to executive session for
discussion or continue voting. Council President Fraley-Monillas asked whether adjourning to executive
session would be appropriate. Mr. Taraday offered to review the statute; he did believe it would be
appropriate because although the Council can adjourn to executive session to discuss the qualification of a
candidate for appointment to a vacancy, but did not think it was appropriate in this circumstance.

Councilmember Johnson observed it would take four votes to select a Council President Pro Tem not just
a simple majority. City Clerk Scott Passey agreed four votes would be required. Mr. Taraday advised four
votes is a simple majority of the seven Councilmembers present.

Nominee | Votes | Councilmember
Ballot 6

Councilmember Johnson | 2 Buckshnis, Johnson
Councilmember Mesaros | 2 Mesaros, Peterson
Councilmember Petso 2 Petso, Bloom
Abstain Fraley-Monillas
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In response to the earlier question, Mr. Taraday advised in his opinion the exemption for evaluating the
qualifications of a candidate for appointment to elective office did not apply. While each Councilmember
holds elective office, he did not consider the Council Presidency to be an elective office in the way that
the phrase is used in the RCW. He recommended the Council not go into executive session to discuss the
qualifications of the candidates.

Nominee | Votes | Councilmember
Ballot 7

Councilmember Johnson | 2 Buckshnis, Johnson
Councilmember Mesaros | 2 Mesaros, Peterson
Councilmember Petso 2 Petso, Bloom
Abstain Fraley-Monillas

Mayor Earling declared a five minute recess.

Nominee | Votes | Councilmember
Ballot 8

Councilmember Johnson | 2 Buckshnis, Johnson
Councilmember Mesaros | 2 Mesaros, Peterson
Councilmember Petso 2 Petso, Bloom
Abstain Fraley-Monillas
Ballot 9

Councilmember Johnson | 2 Buckshnis, Johnson
Councilmember Mesaros | 2 Mesaros, Peterson
Councilmember Petso 2 Petso, Bloom
Abstain Fraley-Monillas

Councilmember Petso asked whether the candidates could make a statement regarding their interest in the
position. Mayor Earling answered that was not in keeping with past protocol. Mr. Taraday advised the
Council can alter its own procedure.

Councilmember Petso thanked Councilmember Johnson for her work this year and Councilmember
Mesaros for his interest in serving in this role. She would be happy to serve in the role of Council
President Pro Tem for the coming year, having worked with Council President Fraley-Monillas in the
past. She would serve without the expectation of it being a building block toward the future. She
expressed the goal of being inclusive of all Councilmembers and trying to ensure everyone is aware of
things she is working on and her plans.

Councilmember Mesaros was pleased Councilmember Peterson nominated him. He was excited to serve
as Council President Pro Tem. He brings new ideas and ways of doing things and a fresh approach to the
Council. In response to Councilmember Bloom’s comment about his lack of longevity on the Council, he
viewed that as a strength with regard to what he can bring to the table such as his leadership experience
working in healthcare and consulting. He was eager to serve the City in this role.

Councilmember Johnson said her primary goal was to serve the residents and citizens of Edmonds. She
agreed Councilmember Petso has had quite a lot of experience including serving as Council President Pro
Tem twice and Council President once. Councilmember Mesaros brings a fresh set of eyes and his lack of
experience should not disqualify him. She offered continuity between the old and new Council
administration. The Council needs to work together and she found these discussions uncomfortable
because they seem so divisive at a time when the Council should be working together.
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Council President Fraley-Monillas asked whether the Council President Pro Tem must be selected
tonight. Mr. Taraday read from ECC 1.02.031, Following the initial six month term, the Council President
shall be elected for one year terms by the City Council at the first Council meeting of each year and shall
serve a one year term until his/her successor is elected. At the same time, the City Council shall elect the
Council President Pro Tempore. He summarized according to the City Code it needed to be done at this
meeting but there was no State law that required it.

Nominee | Votes | Councilmember
Ballot 10

Councilmember Johnson | 2 Buckshnis, Johnson
Councilmember Mesaros | 2 Mesaros, Peterson
Councilmember Petso 2 Petso, Bloom
Abstain Fraley-Monillas
Ballot 11

Councilmember Johnson | 2 Buckshnis, Johnson
Councilmember Mesaros | 2 Mesaros, Peterson
Councilmember Petso 2 Petso, Bloom
Abstain Fraley-Monillas

Council President Fraley-Monillas offered a list of things she needs from a Council President Pro Tem in
order to be efficient and do her job well:
e Makes decisions quickly and efficiently
e Think outside the box, just because something has been done one way doesn’t mean that has to
continue
o Help manage special projects that may come up, again thinking outside the box
o Ability to be easily reached for discussion

Council President Fraley-Monillas suggested if the Councilmember did not fit those qualifications, he/she
not be successful in the position in the coming year.

As outgoing Council President, Councilmember Buckshnis commented the Council started last year and
the previous year on a rocky road; she had thought tonight would be a seamless process and suggested the
Council work together. The resolution commending her for her service as Council President enumerates
all the work the Council accomplished last year as a team. Similar to Councilmember Johnson, she found
this process embarrassing and disruptive. She reiterated Councilmember Johnson is the best candidate for
the position of Council President to provide continuity.

Nominee | Votes | Councilmember
Ballot 12

Councilmember Johnson | 2 Buckshnis, Johnson
Councilmember Mesaros | 2 Mesaros, Peterson
Councilmember Petso 2 Petso, Bloom
Abstain Fraley-Monillas
Ballot 13

Councilmember Johnson | 2 Buckshnis, Johnson
Councilmember Mesaros | 2 Mesaros, Peterson
Councilmember Petso 2 Petso, Bloom
Abstain Fraley-Monillas
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COUNCILMEMBER BUCKSHNIS MOVED, SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER PETERSON,
TO MOVE #7, SELECTION OF COUNCIL PRESIDENT PRO TEM, TO ITEM 18A. MOTION
CARRIED (6-1), COUNCILMEMBER BLOOM VOTING NO.

8. APPOINTMENT OF COUNCIL COMMITTEE REPRESENTATIVES FOR 2015

Council President Fraley-Monillas read the appointments:

Committee Representative
Community Transit Mayor Earling & Councilmember Buckshnis (Alt)
Disability Board Councilmember Bloom & Council President
Fraley-Monillas
Economic Development Commission Councilmembers Mesaros & Petso
Highway 99 Task Force Council President Fraley-Monillas &

Councilmember Johnson
Historic Preservation Advisory Commission Councilmembers Petso & Johnson

Lake Ballinger Work Group Councilmember Buckshnis
Lodging Tax Advisory Committee Position #2
Mayor’s Climate Protection Committee TBD
PFD Oversight Committee Councilmember Petso
PFD Task Force Not meeting at present
Councilmember Petso if meetings resume
Port of Edmonds Councilmembers Bloom & Mesaros
Regional Fire Authority Not meeting at present

Councilmember Petso and Mayor Earling if
meetings resume

SeaShore Transportation Forum Councilmember Mesaros

Snohomish County Emergency Radio System | Position #2

Governing Board

SNOCOM Councilmember Mesaros

Snohomish Health District Council President Fraley-Monillas
Snohomish County Tomorrow Councilmembers Buckshnis & Bloom
Salmon Recovery — WRIA-8 Councilmember Buckshnis
Transportation Committee Councilmember Johnson

Tree Board Liaison Councilmember Bloom

COUNCILMEMBER BUCKSHNIS MOVED, SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER MESAROS,
TO APPROVE THE APPOINTMENT OF COUNCIL COMMITTEE REPRESENTATIVES FOR
2015. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

9. RESOLUTION APPOINTING A COUNCILMEMBER TO THE SNOHOMISH HEALTH
DISTRICT BOARD

COUNCILMEMBER BUCKSHNIS MOVED, SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER PETSO, TO
ADOPT RESOLUTION 1330 APPOINTING COUNCIL PRESIDENT FRALEY-MONILLAS TO
THE SNOHOMISH COUNTY HEALTH DISTRICT BOARD.

Councilmember Johnson said she had no problem with appointing Council President Fraley-Monillas.
She expressed concern with the wording in Section 1 that identifies the appointee for the calendar year
2015 and thereafter until such time as the Council shall make a new appointment. She preferred to make
the appointment for the calendar year 2015 and make the appointment annually as has been done in the
past.

Packet Page 10 of 586



Councilmember Peterson asked whether the resolution reflected the same language that was used in the
past. City Clerk Passey advised the same wording was used in the past. He referred to a scrivener’s error
at the end of the resolution, the date of January 6, 2016 should be January 6, 2015.

Mayor Earling answered the language “until such time as the Council shall make a new appointment”
would address a situation where a successor was not named immediately, the previous appointee could
continue until a new appointment was made. Council President Fraley-Monillas found the language in the
resolution acceptable.

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

10. RESOLUTION APPOINTING A REPRESENTATIVE AND ALTERNATE TO THE SNOHOMISH
COUNTY PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION BENEFIT AREA CORPORATION

COUNCILMEMBER BUCKSHNIS MOVED, SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER PETERSON,
TO APPROVE RESOLUTION 1331, APPOINTING DAVE EARLING AS THE
REPRESENTATIVE AND COUNCILMEMBER BUCKSHNIS AS THE ALTERNATE TO THE
SNOHOMISH COUNTY PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION BENEFIT AREA CORPORATION.

Councilmember Bloom relayed she did not understand why the Mayor was appointed to this position
rather than a Councilmember. Instead of voting tonight, she suggested postponing a decision to allow
discussion at a work session. She was not opposed but she wanted to understand.

Councilmember Buckshnis relayed Mayor Earling has a tremendous amount of knowledge related to
Snohomish County Public Transportation and she believed he was the best fit for this appointment.

Mayor Earling offered to provide some background. Councilmember Bloom reiterated she did not
understand why this was not a Council position and she preferred to discuss it at a study session.

Council President Fraley-Monillas explained the reason she assigned Mayor Earling was there were so
many other committee positions to fill, if the Mayor was willing to take on a committee, she was willing
because it was one less committee meeting for a Councilmembers to attend.

Councilmember Johnson suggested it was appropriate to move a topic to a study session when one
Councilmember wanted to discuss it at a study session.

COUNCILMEMBER BLOOM MOVED, SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON, TO
POSTPONE THIS ITEM TO A STUDY SESSION.

Councilmember Peterson asked if the motion to postpone was in order. Mr. Taraday offered to research.
Council President Fraley-Monillas advised no one on the Council asked to serve on this committee.
Councilmember Buckshnis asked whether this appointment was time sensitive. She was concerned
postponing to a study session and scheduling it on a subsequent business meeting agenda would mean the
representative would miss a meeting. Mayor Earling advised postponing a decision would mean the City

would not have a representative at Thursday’s board meeting.

Councilmember Mesaros suggested voting on the assignment but still have a study session regarding the
role of the position and how it benefits the City.

Packet Page 11 of 586



Mayor Earling explained the appointment to Community Transit is a position that could be filled by the
Mayor or a Councilmember. If he is not appointed, the City will also lose its seat at on the Sound Transit
Board because one follows the other. Community Transit has a two year election cycle; elections were
held last year. Although there are three larger cities, Lynnwood, Marysville and Edmonds, there are only
two seats and which cities fill those seats is decided by those three cities. If he was not the representative,
the other two members would have the discretion to appoint the Lynnwood representative who was
currently an alternate. He summarized if he is not appointed tonight, the City runs the risk of not having a
Community Transit seat and guarantees the City does not having a Sound Transit seat.

In response to the earlier question, Mr. Taraday advised the motion to postpone is in order even when
another motion is pending.

Councilmember Bloom expressed her appreciation for Mayor Earling’s explanation. This has confused
her every year for the past three years and this is first she has heard about the connection between the
positions. That was the reason she wanted to postpone the appointment to clarify and understand the role
of the two positions and the value of appointing the Mayor rather than a Councilmember. She
acknowledged they are two very important positions and the Council should consider whether it was
better to appoint a Councilmember rather than the Mayor.

Council President Fraley-Monillas did not support a motion to postpone, reiterating no Councilmember
requested this appointment.

If the Council made this appointment tonight, Councilmember Petso asked whether Council President
Fraley-Monillas planned to schedule this on an upcoming study session. Council President Fraley-
Monillas agreed that would be appropriate.

UPON ROLL CALL, MOTION TO POSTPONE FAILED (3-4), COUNCILMEMBERS BLOOM,
JOHNSON AND PETSO VOTING YES; AND COUNCIL PRESIDENT FRALEY-MONILLAS
AND COUNCILMEMBERS BUCKSHNIS, MESAROS AND PETERSON VOTING NO.

MAIN MOTION CARRIED (6-1), COUNCILMEMBER BLOOM VOTING NO.

11. AUDIENCE COMMENTS

Natalie Shippen, Edmonds, requested Council review of the Edmonds sign code be scheduled for March
10, 2015. This date gives the Planning Board ample time to review the sigh code and submit revisions.
The Planning Board’s February 25, 2015 agenda includes Urban Design Element which fits well with the
sign code review since good sign codes seek to maintain the attractiveness that good urban design
produces. She explained her appeal of the Planning Department’s decision on an Old Mill Town sign was
directed to the Hearing Examiner. She did not believe her complaint was a matter for the Hearing
Examiner who decides only whether an action complies with the code. The Planning Department
correctly decided that the sign did comply with the code. The sign code section that permitted the sign
needs to be changed, one of several sign code sections that need to be revised. Since only the legislative
branch enacts and amends ordinances, she requested the Council execute its early 2014 decision to make
review of the sign code a priority. The legislative branch sets its own agenda and the date when items are
heard.

Nathan Proudfoot, Edmonds, a volunteer with Emergency Services Coordinating Agency (ESCA),
explained ESCA provides volunteers for Edmonds as well as several neighboring communities in South
Snohomish County and North King County including Kenmore and Woodinville. He invited community
members to get involved in ESCA by visiting their website, ESCA1.com or sign up for a Community
Emergency Response Team (CERT) or radio class. CERT training is designed to prepare citizens to help
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themselves, their family and their neighbors in the event of catastrophic disaster. Professional emergency
services personnel will not be available to help everyone immediately so citizens can make a difference
by using their CERT training to protect and save lives. ESCA began providing CERT classes in 1996 and
has graduated 800 citizens from the CERT program. The next class is January 15 — March 5, Thursdays
from 7:00 — 10:00 p.m. at Northshore Fire Station 51 in Kenmore. Training is provided in emergency
preparedness, fire safety, light urban search and rescue, medical triage and treatment, damage assessment,
incident command, disaster psychology and terrorism.

Roger Hertrich, Edmonds, wished the Council Happy New Year, commenting the Council was off to
the usual start as illustrated by the Council President Pro Tem election. He referred to public comments
made by bicycle enthusiasts at meetings late last year, noting it was unfortunate they did not speak out
when Public Works painted over the bike lane on Sunset Avenue. The bike lane on Sunset worked very
efficiently for 20 years; the current situation, bicycles sharing the substandard pathway or larger sidewalk
is problematic. He recalled the bike lane was created to reduce the width of Sunset to prevent kids from
cruising and parking in the middle of the street. The bike lane has existed since then and there has not
been any real controversy on Sunset other than the threat of fence and planting brambles to keep people
off the bluff. He suggested the City was assuming liability for injury on a sidewalk with pedestrians and
bikes as well as liability for the poor design of the angle parking. He recommended it be corrected now
and not allowed to continue for a year.

Dave Page, Edmonds, wished the Council Happy New Year. He relayed following the last the Council
President Pro Tem vote, he commented to Ron Wambolt that it was democracy in action. Mr. Wambolt’s
response was it beats the alternative. Mr. Page agreed, relaying he was grateful to live in a country where
citizens can have it out at Council meetings and have an opportunity to make a difference. In response to
Mayor Earling’s inquiry about topics for the State of the City address, he suggested talking about the
good things that have been happened. The City has been through hell and walked a fine line; some cities
have not recovered and are deeply in debt. The Mayor and Council have done a remarkable job in the last
2-3 years.

12. PRESENTATION OF RESOLUTION AND PLAQUE TO COUNCILMEMBER DIANE
BUCKSHNIS FOR HER SERVICE AS COUNCIL PRESIDENT IN 2014

Council President Fraley-Monillas read Resolution 1328 thanking Councilmember Buckshnis for her
service as Council President beginning January 7, 2014 for a one year term. Council President Fraley-
Monillas presented the resolution and a plaque to Councilmember Buckshnis.

Councilmember Buckshnis commented she just drove the car last year; she thanked the Council team for
all the wonderful accomplishments and the tremendous job everyone did during 2014.

13. PRESENTATION OF RESOLUTION AND PLAQUE THANKING COUNCILMEMBER
PETERSON FOR HIS SERVICE AS AN EDMONDS CITY COUNCILMEMBER

Council President Fraley-Monillas read Resolution 1329 thanking Councilmember Peterson for his
service on the City Council since he was appointed January 20, 2009 to fill Position 2 and during his
subsequent election to two consecutive terms. Council President Fraley-Monillas presented the resolution
and a plague to Councilmember Peterson.

Councilmember Peterson thanked the City for the resolution. With regard to the environmental work the
City has worked on, when packing for his desk in Olympia he found a jar of disgusting water distributed
when Algalita Marine Research Foundation made a presentation to the Council in 2009, the year the
plastic gyre was discovered in the Pacific Ocean, his inspiration for the plastic bag ordinance. The
community has rallied around environmental issues and has often led the way. He thanked City staff, an
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incredible group of people, for their dedication which is reflected in the environmental initiatives and
awards the City has won. It has been a true honor to work with such dedicated professionals who care
about the City and its citizens in everything they do.

Councilmember Peterson thanked Mayors Earling, Cooper and Haakenson and current and past
Councilmembers. He recognized being a Councilmember was a tough job, one that Councilmembers all
relish and appreciate. While Councilmembers may disagree, he assured everyone was serving for the right
reason and that’s what makes democracy work. He summarized he was proud to have served the citizens
of Edmonds as a Councilmember and looked forward to continuing to serve the citizens of Edmonds and
the 21% District in Olympia.

14, WELCOME TO THE NEW EDMONDS LIBRARIAN, CHY ROSS

Parks & Recreation Director Carrie Hite explained the new Edmonds Librarian, Chy Ross, replaces
former Librarian Leslie Chaplin who retired. She invited the Council to join her in welcoming Mr. Ross
to the community; he has great ideas for the library and the community.

Librarian Chy Ross expressed his appreciation for the warm welcome he has received in Edmonds. He is
excited about the opportunity to manage the Edmonds Library. He illustrated why he loves working in the
library and was excited to be at the Edmonds Library; today in a half hour on the library floor he helped a
4-year old sign up for her first library card, helped a teen select a mystery for a class assignment, helped a
patron find a manual online for an electronic item, and helped another patron get set up on a public
computer to complete an online job application. The Edmonds Library is busy and vital and the people of
Edmonds enjoy and value the library by using in variety of ways. This is illustrated in how much library
is used; in 2014 an average of 720 people visited the library each day taking advantage of a variety of
resources and checking out an average of 1,000 books and materials.

His focus will be to continue that good work as well as to work hard to ensure the library remains relevant
and responsive to the community and to provide viable information services that the Edmonds community
needs. He wants the library to be engaged with community and be a catalyst for a connected,
economically sound community. His goal was that the library be the first place people think of when they
have an informational need and that the library continues to be Edmonds’ community doorway to reading,
resources, and lifelong learning and a center for people, ideas, and culture. He invited the Council to stop
in and say hello.

15. EDMONDS DOWNTOWN BUSINESS IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT ISSUES

Economic Development & Community Services Director Patrick Doherty recalled when the Council last
discussed this at a study session, there were three issues raised during consideration of the Edmonds
Downtown Business Improvement District (BID) 2015 work program and budget, 1) the rate structure, 2)
the BID’s boundaries, and 3) collections. He referred to the memo and attachments included in the agenda
packet that were reviewed at the study session and requested the Council consider whether to direct the
Mayor and staff to study any of the issues and return with alternatives for Council consideration. He
described the three issues:

o Bid assessment rate structure
0 Questions have been raised regarding current rate structure.
o Information provided indicates there are a variety of rate structures, no trend line to follow.
e Delinquent payment collections
0 Current procedure
= Members who do not pay are sent a notice with 30 days to reply.
= Staff works with members who reply, even up to a year.
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=  Members who not reply, they are sent to collections
e Boundary
o BID offered to study whether to expand the boundaries
0 Determined that was a Mayor/staff work item, not a BID task

Councilmember Bloom recalled the Council had a very lengthy discussion during the study session. She
expressed concern that none of the previous discussions including comments made by BID members
during Audience Comments were attached to agenda as is typically done. The Council was essentially
starting from ground zero because she was unable to reference what had been stated during previous
discussions. She felt the Council needed information regarding previous discussions to be able to discuss
this.

Main Motion #1
COUNCILMEMBER BLOOM MOVED, SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER PETSO, TO
POSTPONE THIS ITEM TO NEXT WEEK’S WORK SESSION.

Councilmember Petso suggested discussing this at the Council retreat.

Amendment #1
COUNCILMEMBER BLOOM MOVED, SECONDED BY /COUNCILMEMBER PETSO, TO
AMEND THE MOTION TO POSTPONE THIS ITEM TO THE COUNCIL RETREAT.

Councilmember Buckshnis recalled the Council had decided not to pursue some items and the biggest
issue was the rate structure. Councilmember Bloom recalled that as well but the agenda materials did not
reflect that discussion. She preferred to discuss the issues at length at a retreat with the attachments.

Council President Fraley-Monillas envisioned the retreat as an opportunity to work on goals for the next
year, not as an extension of a Council meeting. She preferred to discuss this at a work session.

Action on Amendment #1
AMENDMENT FAILED (2-5), COUNCILMEMBERS PETSO AND BLOOM VOTING YES.

Councilmember Peterson commented the Council has had at least two work sessions on this and he was
uncertain what a third work session would accomplish. The Council has discussed these issues ad
nauseam and he was ready to make a decision. Finding the related information in this electronic era is
simple if Councilmembers felt there was not enough information attached to the agenda. The Council has
a lot of issues on future agendas including Highway 99, transportation studies, the Comprehensive Plan
update, sign code, etc. He felt it was a bad way to start 2015 discussing items that have already been
discussed 3-4 times in 2014. He did not support the motion to postpone.

Council President Fraley-Monillas preferred to consider the issues tonight and suggested Mr. Doherty
could reference any additional information. Mr. Doherty advised this was not an opportunity to decide
what to do but to decide whether to direct staff to research and return with options. The information in the
minutes from previous meetings are opinions and observations from the public, BID and Council
regarding the importance or veracity of the issues; there is no conclusory information in the record. What
was discussed at the last study session was the potential of not pursuing two of the items but a definitive
decision could not be made because it was study session. The intent at this business meeting was to
decide which if any of the issues to direct staff to pursue.

Councilmember Bloom reiterated there was no information attached to agenda. Although it is easy to

find, it is also easy to attach to the agenda. She did not support proceeding with discussion tonight when
all the information was not attached to the agenda for the Council and public’s reference. It should not be

Packet Page 15 of 586



the Council’s burden to sort through materials; it should be attached to the agenda for easy reference. It is
helpful but also necessary to have that information available.

Councilmember Johnson asked Mr. Doherty to summarize the Council’s discussion at the study session
and indicate whether he has a recommendation.

Call for the Question & Action
COUNCILMEMBER BUCKSHNIS CALLED FOR THE QUESTION. VOTE ON CALL FOR THE
QUESTION CARRIED UNANIMOQUSLY.

Action on Main Motion #1
MAIN MOTION FAILED (2-5), COUNCILMEMBERS PETSO AND BLOOM VOTING YES.

Mr. Doherty recalled several people expressed opinions at previous study sessions. With regard to the rate
structure, the BID currently has a two-tiered system whereby open door and by appointment businesses
are assessed different rates. Questions have been raised regarding whether the difference between the
open door and by appointment assessments rates is appropriate, whether there should a lower rate for by
appointment businesses, whether the square footage ranges are too large, and concern by some that the
structure is not fair to by appointment businesses and the rate is too high. Staff’s research found other
BIDs utilize a variety of rate structures including square footage, size of property, gross income of the
business, number of employees, etc. As he stated at the study session, staff’s soft recommendation is it
may be early in the life of the BID to make a change.

With regard to expanding the boundary, there was discussion at the study session that this may not be the
time to raise that issue. With regard to the collection of delinquent payments, Councilmembers expressed
concern at the study session with how an assessment program could be operated if members could simply
opt out and not pay. As illustrated by the BID’s work program and budget, the BID projects and programs
a certain income stream to fund activities in the work plan. If the BID could not count on that income
because members could decide whether to pay, it would be difficult to fund a work program.

Main Motion #2

COUNCIL PRESIDENT FRALEY-MONILLAS MOVED, SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER
PETSO, TO REQUEST THE MAYOR AND STAFF RESEARCH ALL THREE AREAS AND
RETURN WITH MORE CHOICES.

Councilmember Peterson reiterated the Council has had two work sessions specifically about this as well
as other study sessions and presentation by the BID and staff. He was unsure what other information staff
would provide. With regard to the assessment structure, there is no standard structure and he was doubtful
new research would find a standard. With regard to delinquent payments, if BID members do not pay
their assessment and are not willing to work with the BID, it is a delinquent payment. Expanding the BID
boundaries cannot be studied if there is this much unease about how it is operated. He supported staff’s
soft recommendation to allow the BID to proceed and to continue to provide feedback to the Council.

Councilmember Petso asked City Attorney Jeff Taraday whether he had had an opportunity to review
Washington State case law and appellant court decisions with regard to the equity of fee assessments. Mr.
Taraday answered no. Councilmember Petso asked the same of Mr. Doherty. Mr. Doherty said he
reviewed one case that was outlined on Municipal Services Research Center (MSRC) regarding
assessments. His understanding from that case was the Edmonds Downtown BID’s assessments did not
violate the conclusions of the case. That case was related to the use of the fees having some benefit for the
members; the question of benefit is ultimately almost schematic and philosophical. Mr. Taraday relayed
his understanding of this agenda item was to determine whether he should do that research.
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Amendment #1 and Action
COUNCILMEMBER BUCKSHNIS MOVED, SECONDED BY COUNCIL PRESIDENT FRALEY-
MONILLAS, TO AMEND THE MOTION TO BREAK IT INTO THE THREE OPTIONS AND
VOTE ON THEM SEPARATELY. AMENDMENT CARRIED (6-1), COUNCILMEMBER
PETERSON VOTING NO.

Council President Fraley-Monillas expressed interest in more information on how to expand the
boundaries. She understood now may not be the right time but research would provide information
regarding what to expect. She also expressed interest in how other BIDs do collections. She agreed
enough information may have already been provided regarding the rate structure.

Councilmember Mesaros agreed enough information has been provided on the assessment structure. It
would be interesting to learn how other BIDs collect delinquent collections. He agreed it would be good
to know the process for expanding the boundary, recalling the boundary could be expanded up to 10%.

Councilmember Petso explained the reason she was concerned about the rate structure was it may be
illegal to charge businesses disproportionate to the benefit they receive. If the BID was overcharging by
appointment businesses or small businesses relative to the benefit they could arguably be receiving, that
was a concern and she preferred to allow Mr. Taraday to research that question.

Councilmember Bloom agreed with Councilmember Petso, pointing out the rate structure is the most
controversial issue. The information Mr. Doherty presented only illustrated the difference in the rates and
nothing about fairness. She also recommended the Council consider the comments made at previous
Council meetings by BID members Tom Wilks and Brent Malgarin regarding the rate structure. More
than the other two issues, she felt it was very important for the Council to consider and get more
information regarding the rate structure, particularly the legality.

Councilmember Johnson was satisfied with the work that has been done by the Finance Director
regarding delinquent payments and staff has also thoroughly described the process for expand the
boundaries. The first year a business is part of the BID, they are not assessed. She was satisfied if the
Council chose to have further discussion regarding the rate structure but felt the Council did not need any
additional information on the other two issues.

Main Motion #3

COUNCILMEMBER PETSO MOVED, SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER BLOOM, THAT
THE COUNCIL REQUEST A PRESENTATION AT A STUDY SESSION REGARDING THE
RATE STRUCTURE AND SPECIFICALLY INCLUDING A LEGAL REVIEW OF THE
GUIDELINES FOR AN APPROPRIATE RATE STRUCTURE.

Action on Main Motion #3

UPON ROLL CALL, MOTION CARRIED (5-2), COUNCIL PRESIDENT FRALEY-MONILLAS
AND COUNCILMEMBERS BLOOM, BUCKSHNIS AND PETSO VOTING YES; AND
COUNCILMEMBERS MESAROS AND PETERSON VOTING NO.

Main Motion #4

COUNCILMEMBER BLOOM MOVED, SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER PETSO, TO
REVIEW THE METHOD OF COLLECTION AND MAKE A DETERMINATION AS TO
WHETHER OR NOT TO PURSUE COLLECTIONS AGAINST THE MULTIPLE PEOPLE WHO
ARE NOT PAYING THEIR FEES.

Councilmember Petso asked for clarification regarding the motion. Councilmember Bloom explained she

was interested in a review of how collections are being done, how many people are not paying and
reviewing the appropriateness of pursuing collections.
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Acton on Main Motion #4
MOTION FAILED (2-5), COUNCILMEMBERS BLOOM AND PETSO VOTING YES.

Main Motion #5

COUNCIL PRESIDENT FRALEY-MONILLAS MOVED, SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER
BLOOM, TO DIRECT THE MAYOR AND STAFF TO RESEARCH THE APPROPRIATENESS
OF THE POTENTIAL BID BOUNDARY EXPANSION AND WHAT OTHER CITIES HAVE
DONE.

Action on Main Motion #5
MOTION FAILED (2-5), COUNCIL PRESIDENT FRALEY-MONILLAS AND
COUNCILMEMBER BLOOM VOTING YES.

Mayor Earling declared a brief recess.

16. PRESENTATION UPDATE ON THE WILLOW CREEK DAYLIGHT FINAL FEASIBILITY
STUDY

Stormwater Engineering Program Manager Jerry Shuster advised the City recently received a $157,000
grant to continue the project. Tonight’s presentation will show preliminary route options for the
daylighted channel through Marina Beach Park and Ms. Hite will describe the Master Plan process. He
acknowledged the City’s partners in this project: Recreation Conservation Office (RCO) who has
provided three grants since 2011; Keeley O’Connell, EarthCorps, who has helped the City with this
project for past 3 years and has been a great advocate in the community; and Dave Cline, Shannon &
Wilson, the primary consultant on the project.

David Cline, Shannon & Wilson, Inc. explained tonight’s presentation will provide an overview of the
feasibility study, the alignment options and how they dovetail with the Marina Beach Master Plan
process, a separate yet parallel process. He provided a lidar image of the study area, the 32-acre marsh
under consideration for restoration with SR 104 on the east, Harbor Square and Dayton Street to the
north, the Unocal property to the south and the BNSF railway property to the northwest that parallels the
daylighted area. The image identified the existing open channel and the proposed daylight route that
would need to be excavated that would cross underneath the railroad and onto Marina Beach Park. The
stream currently flows along the open channel along the Unocal and BNSF property, turns into
stormwater pipes, a portion owned by the Port of Edmonds, through a tidegate on the park property,
through City property and discharges to Puget Sound.

Mr. Cline displayed a photograph of the existing open channel looking north (Unocal property on the
right and BNSF property on the left). The feasibility study looked at using the same channel alignment
and the same general configuration but providing enhancements and improvements including riparian
treatments such as shrubs, possibly trees, plantings and modifications to the channel to improve fish
passage habitat in the form of structure allowing the appropriate velocity with tidal exchange as well as
riparian cover, shading and food for fish as they move along the long, straight migration corridor.

He displayed a photograph of the existing open channel looking south, identifying the area on the Unocal
property that was excavated, cleaned up and filled. He identified the approximate daylight alignment that
would be excavated to create a channel similar to the upstream area that would be enhanced with the same
riparian wood treatments. He displayed photographs of the existing stormwater pipe outfall and the
tidegate (floodgate). The project will replace the tidegate because hydrodynamic modeling in the
feasibility study show flooding conditions can be improved with a daylight channel. In the current
configuration, the stormwater pipes and tidegates create a chokepoint that backs up water toward SR 104
and Dayton Street. A floodgate is still needed to protect from tidal inflow into low lying interior areas.
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Mr. Cline reviewed the Willow Creek Daylight Project schedule:
o Early Feasibility Study — Completed (May 2013)
o Final Feasibility Study — In progress (July 2015)
e Marina Beach Park Master Plan — In progress (July 2015)
o Will Creek Daylight preliminary design — Starting (summer 2015), complete (fall 2016)

Mr. Cline displayed the image of the channel, identifying the location of a pre-fabricated bridge as
mitigation for Sound Transit work in the area. He described Marina Beach Preliminary Daylight options:

Option A: Southerly Route near Off-Leash Dog Area

After the prefabricated bridge Channel turns south of the parking lot in the off-leash dog area. He
identified the location of geotechnical borings, test pits, etc. used to inform whether there was any
contaminated soils, soil conditions, bank stabilization, etc. He provided photographs with a depiction of
the channel alignment through the off-leash dog area, explaining this would be a large excavation, 40-50
feet across, with fairly flat side slopes and 10-foot bottom widths. The size is based on geomorphology of
other tidal channels in the area.

Option B: Northerly Route along Existing Grass, Parking and Beach area

After the prefabricated bridge, channel goes in a northwesterly direction, through the south parking lot,
the existing grassy knoll, and out through the woody debris beach area. He provided photographs with a
depiction of the alignment through Marina Beach Park and the beach.

Councilmember Buckshnis referred to the microalgae beds at the off-leash dog area. Mr. Cline answered
that is a good food source for fish. The feasibility studies considered the shoreline attractants for
migrating fish which include drift, food sources such as the microalgae beds, and the stream flow.

Councilmember Buckshnis asked what happens at very low tides. Mr. Cline answered there are a lot of
coastal creeks and streams that experience similar conditions at very low tide. There may not be fish
passage at that time but there will be access to the channel at higher tide. The excavation will extend to
the sandy area in front of the woody debris; the elevation of the channel is near the mean tide level. The
tide is expected to inundate the area 50% of the time. He anticipated there would continue to be low flow
at low tides due to good stream flow plus the marsh will take a long time to drain.

Parks & Recreation Director Carrie Hite explained the Marina Beach Master Planning process has begun.
The two preferable channels for the creek over Marina Beach will drastically change the landscape. Staff
went through an RFP process; following an evaluation panel and reference checks, Walker Macy was
hired to lead the public process for the Marina Beach Master Plan and they are in the process of gathering
information. A Project Advisory Committee has been formed comprised with representatives of the
Planning Board, Off-Leash Area, Friends of the Edmonds March, Marina Beach users, as well as Keely
O’Connell and Mr. Shuster who will work with Mr. Cline and his team to match science with the Master
Plan and have a robust public process to consider how Marina Beach Park look and feel with daylighting
of Willow Creek. She assured there would be several touch points with the Council in the coming months
and was hopeful the Master Plan would be adopted by July 2015.

Councilmember Mesaros asked about plans for people to traverse the stream. Ms. Hite answered there is
no plan yet. As part of the interview process, consultants were asked to provide ideas of how the stream
would be incorporated into the park. Walker Macy suggested footbridges as well as adding an educational
and environmental component to the park.

Councilmember Petso referred to the fee the City pays the Port of Edmonds for the use of the storm pipe
and asked if that pipe was connected with this project. Public Works Director Phil Williams identified the
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section of pipe on the Port’s property that the City’s stormwater flows through and the City pays a
quarterly lease for use of the pipe. Councilmember Petso asked whether this project offers an opportunity
to relocate that pipe to eliminate that lease. Mr. Williams answered the project offers opportunity to have
that conversation with the Port. The pipe could have a use in the after condition as part of an active
system to help with flooding problems. The flooding study, which is also a companion to this project, has
not been completed. This project will remove the creek flow from that pipe and may provide opportunity
to use the pipe for another useful purpose. Councilmember Petso commented the payment is not an
insignificant amount and she was hopeful the project would reduce that obligation.

Councilmember Johnson pointed out the City’s Comprehensive Plan includes a significant unfunded
project, the relocation of the ferry to this general area. She asked whether that was considered in the
feasibility studies. Ms. Hite answered yes; Walker Macy is considering the conceptual drawings in the
Master Plan of Marina Beach.

Councilmember Johnson referred to the alternatives analysis that may include a train trench and asked
how that was considered. Mr. Williams answered the alternatives analysis could provide more
information than currently exists regarding what a train trench would look like, design options for the
trench, etc. There may be ways to make this project and that project compatible but that would need to be
studied further. He recalled challenges identified during Tetra Tech’s presentation regarding vertical
curves, linear distance required to reach a certain depth, etc. Initial estimates of the length of the train
trench would put it in conflict with the current location of the bridge. Further preliminary design would
need to be done to provide answers.

Councilmember Johnson inquired about the public information process for the Marina Mark Master Plan.
Ms. Hite answered the Project Advisory Committee will help guide the process and three public open
houses are planned as well as touch points with the Planning Board, Council and public hearings. The
process will include public open house, outreach to park users on initial concepts, schematic design
process, another public open house to look at alternatives, presentation of alternatives to the Council and
final decision on a concept. She summarized this is a Master Plan so it will be a concept design.

17. AUTHORIZATION FOR MAYOR TO SIGN PARK CONCESSION AGREEMENT WITH DOG
DAY AFTERNOON FOR AN ATM AT RICHARD F. ANWAY PARK

Parks & Recreation Director Carrie Hite advised this is the same agreement signed last year. The
Edmonds City Code allows her and the Mayor to authorize concessions in parks. Because the code
addresses seasonal concessions and this is a year-round concession, she brought this to the Council for
approval. This concession is appropriate for the park, many people use the ATM before boarding the ferry
and it adds to Park Department revenues.

COUNCILMEMBER BUCKSHNIS MOVED, SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER BLOOM, TO
AUTHORIZE THE MAYOR TO SIGN PARK CONCESSION AGREEMENT WITH DOG DAY
AFTERNOON FOR AN ATM AT RICHARD F. ANWAY PARK.

Council President Fraley-Monillas asked how much the City receives from this concession. Ms. Hite
answered $200 during the first 6 month; she offered to inform the Council when a full year’s revenue was
reported. In total the City receives $10,000 for all park concessions.

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

18. DISCUSSION ON POTENTIAL UPDATE OF COUNCIL VACANCY INTERVIEWS,
APPOINTMENT PROCESS, AND APPLICATION FORM QUESTIONS
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Mayor Earling advised Council President Fraley-Monillas and Councilmember Peterson have been
working on this. Council President Fraley-Monillas referred to Attachment 1, Edmonds City Council
Candidate Interview and Voting Process. She clarified neither she nor Councilmember Peterson had any
vested interest in the process but were presenting options in an effort to make the process smoother than it
was the last time.

Councilmember Peterson explained he and Council President Fraley-Monillas were tasked with codifying
the process. Proposed changes include:

e Expanding the application to include some basic questions

e Councilmembers submitting interview questions so there was consistency between interviews

o In lieu of interviewing all applicants, each Councilmember would identify five to be interviewed

Councilmember Peterson explained the addition of basic questions and Councilmembers each identifying
five candidates to be interviewed may allow the Council to begin the interview process with some
semblance of agreement. He clarified Councilmembers were not required to vote for a candidate they
identified to be interviewed. When the process reaches voting, many cities do different things; he felt
voting was democracy in action.

Council President Fraley-Monillas said Councilmember are also encouraged to contact applicants in
advance of the interview to get questions answered. She recalled a lot of time had been spent during past
interviews asking candidates questions related to Councilmember’s individual interests. Extra Council
guestions are proposed to be limited to one per Councilmember and the suggested interview timeframe is
40 minutes which is an increase from the current 30 minutes. The proposed process addresses the order of
appearance, not allowing candidates in the Council Chambers until they are interviewed, two minute
opening statement, formal and informal questions, two minute closing statement, and adjourning to
executive session.

Due to the late hour, Councilmember Buckshnis suggested the Council address the application tonight
and continue discussing the other issues at future meetings. She asked what changes had been made to the
application. Council President Fraley-Monillas advised volunteer experience, strengths and weaknesses,
and greatest challenge were added.

Councilmember Mesaros suggested changing the title to reflect Position 2. Council President Fraley-
Monillas suggested eliminating the position number from the application.

Councilmember Bloom relayed her understanding that whoever was appointed to Position 2 would run
for office in the fall to retain their position. Councilmember Peterson agreed. Council President Fraley-
Monillas suggested adding that information at the top of the application.

Councilmember Buckshnis suggested the Council also discuss live streaming of the interviews at a future
meeting.

COUNCILMEMBER PETSO MOVED, SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER BUCKSHNIS, TO
ACCEPT THE APPLICATION WITH THE CHANGES DISCUSSED AND SCHEDULE THE
REMAINDER OF THE DISCUSSION FOR A WORK SESSION.

Councilmember Johnson asked when applications were due. Mr. Taraday advised it is up to Council to
make that decision. Councilmember Peterson suggested making the changes to the application, make the
application available Monday, January 12, and require applications be submitted by Monday, February 2
which would provide three weeks to apply. The deadline for submitting the application is provided on the
last page of the application.
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COUNCILMEMBER PETSO MOVED, SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER PETERSON, TO
EXTEND FOR 15 MINUTES. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

Student Rep Eslami commented when filling out college applications, the question was often asked why
this college. He suggested adding a question to the application about why the person wanted to serve.
President Fraley-Monillas suggested amending Question 6 to read, “Why do you wish to serve and what
do you believe to be the greatest challenge for our council?”

Councilmember Johnson pointed out a typo in Question 5, yours should be your.

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

18A. SELECTION OF COUNCIL PRESIDENT PRO TEM FOR 2015 (Continued)

Councilmember Petso asked if the meeting could be continued to a date certain, January 13, and therefore
comply with the requirement that the Council President Pro Tem be elected at the first meeting. City
Attorney Jeff Taraday responded that is an interesting idea but raises questions regarding the Open Public
Meeting Act Special Meeting notice and seems a little contrived. Councilmember Petso agreed it was
contrived but thought the Council had the ability to continue a meeting to a date certain. Mr. Taraday
answered the Council can certainly continue hearings but he was not certain how Roberts Rules of Order
addressed continuing a meeting. If this matter is not decided tonight, whether the meeting is continued or
adjourned, the Council has given itself an argument that they have technically complied with City code.
Councilmember Petso relayed her preference to comply with the code.

Councilmember Buckshnis asked whether the language was at the first meeting or could this agenda item
be moved to another meeting and the current Council President Pro Tem remain until a new one is
elected. Mr. Taraday relayed the language in the code states, “at the same time.” Whether a continued
meeting would be at the same time was an interesting question.

Nominee | Votes | Councilmember

Ballot 14

Councilmember Johnson | 3 Johnson, Buckshnis, Bloom
Councilmember Mesaros | 2 Peterson, Mesaros
Councilmember Petso 1 Petso

Abstain Fraley-Monillas

Ballot 15

Councilmember Johnson | 3 Johnson, Buckshnis, Bloom
Councilmember Mesaros | 2 Peterson, Mesaros
Councilmember Petso 1 Petso

Abstain Fraley-Monillas

Councilmember Bloom reiterated her earlier statement that electing Councilmember Mesaros who only
has ten months in office was a bad precedent to set and it was disrespectful to citizens. Councilmember
Johnson has much more experience than Councilmember Mesaros. She still strongly supports
Councilmember Petso and feels she is the best candidate for job but she strongly opposes appointing
someone with so little experience and felt it was a disservice to the voters. She commented nothing
prepares a person to be a Councilmember except being a Councilmember, not previous leadership, or any
previous experience. A Councilmember is a political position and it is not comparable to anything
Councilmember Mesaros had done in the past. She could not support someone who had so little
experience.
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Nominee | Votes | Councilmember

Ballot 16

Councilmember Johnson | 3 Johnson, Buckshnis, Bloom
Councilmember Mesaros | 2 Peterson, Mesaros
Councilmember Petso 1 Petso

Abstain Fraley-Monillas

Ballot 17

Councilmember Johnson | 3 Johnson, Buckshnis, Bloom
Councilmember Mesaros | 2 Peterson, Mesaros
Councilmember Petso 1 Petso

Abstain Fraley-Monillas

Ballot 18

Councilmember Johnson | 3 Johnson, Buckshnis, Bloom
Councilmember Mesaros | 3 Peterson, Mesaros, Fraley-Monillas
Councilmember Petso 1 Petso

COUNCILMEMBER MESAROS MOVED, SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER PETERSON,
TO EXTEND THE MEETING UNTIL 10:35 P.M. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

Nominee | Votes | Councilmember

Ballot 19

Councilmember Johnson | 3 Johnson, Buckshnis, Bloom
Councilmember Mesaros | 3 Peterson, Mesaros, Fraley-Monillas
Councilmember Petso 1 Petso

Ballot 20

Councilmember Johnson | 3 Johnson, Buckshnis, Bloom
Councilmember Mesaros | 3 Peterson, Mesaros, Fraley-Monillas
Councilmember Petso 1 Petso

COUNCILMEMBER PETSO MOVED TO TAKE UP THE EXECUTIVE SESSION ITEM NOW
AND RETURN TO THIS AFTERWARD. MOTION DIED FOR LACK OF A SECOND.

Council President Fraley-Monillas asked whether Mr. Taraday had determined the Council needed to stay
all night voting or could voting be continued at the next meeting. Mr. Taraday answered if each meeting
is considered to be a session under Roberts Rules which Edmonds has historically done, each meeting has
new agenda. That is the reason reconsideration is appropriate at the same meeting. If the goal is to be as
technically correct and compliant with the code as possible, it would not be proper to add to this to the
agenda of the next meeting along with other new items that were not on this agenda. To be technically
correct, this meeting/session would be continued to a separate meeting. There is a distinction under
Roberts Rules of Order between one session and another. The continued part of this session could occur
on January 13 at a certain time and the next session could be the regular January 13. The code does not
talk about sessions or Roberts Rules; it states the first meeting of year and at the same time. If the Council
wants to be true to the code, the decision should be made tonight. He clarified no one is going to sue the
City if a decision is not made tonight; there is not a lot of legal risk associated with not making a decision
tonight.

COUNCIL PRESIDENT FRALEY-MONILLAS MOVED, SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER
PETSO, TO MOVE THIS TO 5:30 ON JANUARY 13.

Councilmember Buckshnis asked if the intent was to have this meeting on January prior to the study
session. Mr. Taraday said he would advise City Clerk Scott Passey to prepare a special meeting notice
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that states continuation of agenda item 7 from January 6. The regular January 13 meeting would have its
own agenda, notice, etc.

Council President Fraley-Monillas explained she made this motion because the Council was on ballot 21
and it is 10:30 p.m. Now that the Council knows who is interested in the job, those Councilmember can
think about whether they wanted the job of Council President Pro Tem, have discussions with coworkers,
etc. and possibly a quicker resolution may be reached on January 13.

Councilmember Petso said to the best of her knowledge she is at present the swing vote and she assured
this is more likely to be resolved on January 13 than tonight.

Councilmember Mesaros pointed out there will be one less Councilmember on January 13.

Councilmember Buckshnis asked how much work Mr. Taraday did with the Council Pro Tem last year
when she was not around. Mr. Taraday answered he was not sure if the work he did with Councilmember
Johnson in her capacity as Council President Pro Tem was materially different than any other
Councilmember; it did not seem she asked anything more of him than any other Councilmember asked of
him. Councilmember Buckshnis said she did not mean to marginalize the Pro Tem position, but clarified
the Pro Tem fills in when the Council President is not available.

Councilmember Petso clarified if was up to her to choose one of the other candidates, based on the
information she has at this time, she was not able to do so. It was not specifically related to the duties of
the office or the individual seeking to serve; in at least one instance, other issues were impacted by the
choice and she was not able to change her vote tonight.

Councilmember Johnson asked if tonight was Councilmember Peterson’s last meeting. Councilmember
Peterson said tonight was his last meeting. For that reason, Councilmember Johnson felt it was important
to press on.

Councilmember Petso suggested if there were only six Councilmembers, the candidate receiving three
votes would be elected. Mr. Taraday clarified three is not a majority of six. Council President Fraley-
Monillas clarified four votes would still be needed to make a selection even with six Councilmembers.
Mr. Taraday said if there was a 3-3 tie with 6 Councilmembers, Mayor Earling could break the tie.

UPON ROLL CALL, MOTION FAILED (3-4), COUNCIL PRESIDENT FRALEY-MONILLAS
AND COUNCILMEMBER BLOOM AND COUNCILMEMBER PETSO VOTING YES; AND
COUNCILMEMBER BUCKSHNIS, JOHNSON, MESAROS AND PETERSON VOTING NO.

Councilmember Petso requested a two minute break to confirm her information. Mayor Earling declared a
brief recess.

COUNCILMEMBER MESAROS MOVED, SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER PETSO, TO
EXTEND THE MEETING TO 10:50 P.M. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

Nominee | Votes | Councilmember

Ballot 21

Councilmember Johnson | 2 Johnson, Buckshnis
Councilmember Mesaros | 2 Peterson, Mesaros

Councilmember Petso 3 Petso, Bloom, Fraley-Monillas
Ballot 22

Councilmember Johnson | 2 Buckshnis, Johnson
Councilmember Mesaros | 3 Peterson, Mesaros, Fraley-Monillas
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Councilmember Petso | 2 | Petso, Bloom

Ballot 23

Councilmember Johnson | 3 Johnson, Buckshnis, Bloom
Councilmember Mesaros | 2 Mesaros, Peterson

Councilmember Petso 2 Petso, Fraley-Monillas

Ballot 24

Councilmember Johnson | 2 Johnson, Buckshnis
Councilmember Mesaros | 3 Peterson, Mesaros, Fraley-Monillas
Councilmember Petso 2 Petso, Bloom

Ballot 25

Councilmember Johnson | 2 Johnson, Buckshnis
Councilmember Mesaros | 2 Peterson, Mesaros

Councilmember Petso 3 Petso, Bloom, Fraley-Monillas
Ballot 26

Councilmember Johnson | 4 Johnson, Buckshnis, Mesaros, Peterson
Councilmember Mesaros | 1 Fraley-Monillas

Councilmember Petso 2 Petso, Bloom

Mayor Earling announced Councilmember Johnson was elected Council President Pro Tem.

19. MAYOR'S COMMENTS

Due to the late hour, this item was omitted.

20. COUNCIL COMMENTS

Due to the late hour, this item was omitted.

21. CONVENE IN EXECUTIVE SESSION REGARDING PENDING OR POTENTIAL LITIGATION

PER RCW 42.30.110(1)(i)

At 10:47 p.m., Mayor Earling announced that the City Council would meet in executive session regarding
pending or potential litigation per RCW 42.30.110(1)(i). He stated that the executive session was
scheduled to last approximately five minutes and would be held in the Jury Meeting Room, located in the
Public Safety Complex. No action was anticipated to occur as a result of meeting in executive session.
Elected officials present at the executive session were: Mayor Earling, and Councilmembers Johnson,
Fraley-Monillas, Buckshnis, Peterson, Petso, Bloom and Mesaros. Others present were City Attorney Jeff
Taraday, Finance Director Scott James, and City Clerk Scott Passey. The executive session concluded at

10:55 p.m.

22. RECONVENE IN OPEN SESSION

Mayor Earling reconvened the regular City Council meeting at 10:55 p.m.

23. ADJOURN

With no further business, the Council meeting was adjourned at 10:55 p.m.
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AM-7405 4. B

City Council Meeting

Meeting Date: 01/13/2015

Time: Consent

Submitted For: Scott James Submitted By: Nori Jacobson
Department: Finance

Review Committee: Committee Action:

Type: Action

Information

Subject Title
Approval of claim checks #212286 through #212410 dated January 8, 2015 for $541,643.82.

Recommendation

Approval of claim checks.

Previous Council Action
N/A

Narrative

In accordance with the State statutes, City payments must be approved by the City Council. Ordinance
#2896 delegates this approval to the Council President who reviews and recommends either approval or
non-approval of expenditures.

Fiscal Impact

Fiscal Year: 2015
Revenue:
Expenditure: 541,643.82

Fiscal Impact:
Claims $541,643.82

Attachments
Claim cks 01-08-15
Project Numbers 01-08-15

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Finance Scott James 01/08/2015 01:30 PM

City Clerk Scott Passey 01/08/2015 01:35 PM

Mayor Dave Earling 01/08/2015 01:43 PM

Finalize for Agenda Scott Passey 01/08/2015 01:50 PM

Form Started By: Nori Jacobson Started On: 01/08/2015 11:35 AM
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Final Approval Date: 01/08/2015
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vchlist Voucher List Page: 1
01/08/2015 11:11:37AM City of Edmonds
Bank code :  usbank
Voucher Date Vendor Invoice PO # Description/Account Amount
212286 1/8/2015 041695 3M XAM3522 TP18175 Traffic - Yellow EG Prismatic Sheeting
Traffic - Yellow EG Prismatic Sheeting
111.000.68.542.64.31.00 240.00
9.5% Sales Tax
111.000.68.542.64.31.00 22.80
TP18176 Traffic - White Hi Prismatic Sheeting
Traffic - White Hi Prismatic Sheeting
111.000.68.542.64.31.00 472.50
9.5% Sales Tax
111.000.68.542.64.31.00 44.88
TP18177 Traffic - Black 30"x50YD
Traffic - Black 30"x50YD
111.000.68.542.64.31.00 367.50
White 30"x50YD
111.000.68.542.64.31.00 183.75
9.5% Sales Tax
111.000.68.542.64.31.00 52.37
Total : 1,383.80
212287 1/8/2015 072627 911 ETC INC 30391 MONTHLY 911 DATABASE MAINT
Monthly 911 database maint - Dec 2(
001.000.31.518.88.48.00 100.00
Total : 100.00
212288 1/8/2015 065052 AARD PEST CONTROL 343592 MEADOWDALE CC PEST CONTROI
MEADOWDALE CC PEST CONTROI
001.000.64.576.80.41.00 82.12
343649 PM & SENIOR CENTER PEST CON1
PM & SENIOR CENTER PEST CON1
001.000.64.576.80.41.00 114.98
Total : 197.10
212289 1/8/2015 061029 ABSOLUTE GRAPHIX 1214204 ADULT BASKETBALL 3 ON 3 FALL 2
ADULT BASKETBALL 3 ON 3 FALL 2
001.000.64.575.52.31.00 44 .40
Page: 1

Packet Page 28 of 586



vchlist Voucher List Page: 2
01/08/2015 11:11:37AM City of Edmonds
Bank code :  usbank
Voucher Date Vendor Invoice PO # Description/Account Amount
212289 1/8/2015 061029 ABSOLUTE GRAPHIX (Continued)
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.64.575.52.31.00 4.22
1214208 ADULT WOMENS & COED VOLLEYE
ADULT WOMENS & COED VOLLEYE
001.000.64.575.52.31.00 152.22
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.64.575.52.31.00 14.46
1214597 ADULT PICKLEBALL SHIRTS FALL 2
ADULT PICKLEBALL SHIRTS FALL 2
001.000.64.575.52.31.00 66.60
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.64.575.52.31.00 6.33
Total : 288.23
212290 1/8/2015 072189 ACCESS 0832585 COURT SHRED FILES
COURT SHRED FILES
001.000.23.512.50.49.00 50.00
Total : 50.00
212291 1/8/2015 068657 ACCOUNTEMPS 41973818 TEMPORARY HELP FINANCE DEPT
Temporary help week ending 12/19/1-
001.000.31.514.23.41.00 1,729.13
42021745 TEMPORARY HELP FINANCE DEPT
Temporary help week ending 12/26/1:
001.000.31.514.23.41.00 587.25
Total : 2,316.38
212292 1/8/2015 066054 ADIX'S BED & BATH FOR DOGS AND JANUARY 2015 ANIMAL BOARDING FOR 1/2015 ED
ANIMAL BOARDING FOR 01/2015
001.000.41.521.70.41.00 2,169.62
Total : 2,169.62
212293 1/8/2015 001429 AMERICAN PUBLIC WORKS ASSOC DelLilla.APWA 2015 DELILLA.APWA 2015 RENEWAL
DeLilla.APWA 2015 Renewal
001.000.67.532.20.49.00 199.00
Page: 2
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vchlist Voucher List Page: 3
01/08/2015 11:11:37AM City of Edmonds
Bank code : usbank
Voucher Date Vendor Invoice PO # Description/Account Amount
212293 1/8/2015 001429 AMERICAN PUBLIC WORKS ASSOC (Continued)
English.APWA 2015 ENGLISH.APWA 2015 RENEWAL
English. APWA 2015 Renewal
001.000.67.532.20.49.00 199.00
Hauss.APWA 2015 HAUSS.APWA 2015 RENEWAL
Hauss.APWA 2015 Renewal
001.000.67.532.20.49.00 199.00
Shuster. APWA 2015 SHUSTER.APWA 2015 RENEWAL
Shuster. APWA 2015 Renewal
001.000.67.532.20.49.00 199.00
Total : 796.00
212294 1/8/2015 069751 ARAMARK UNIFORM SERVICES 1987786477 PARKS MAINT UNIFORM SERVICE
PARKS MAINT UNIFORM SERVICE
001.000.64.576.80.24.00 37.74
1987797769 WWTP - UNIFORMS, MATS, & TOWI|
uniforms
423.000.76.535.80.24.00 3.80
mats & towels
423.000.76.535.80.41.11 74.16
9.5% Sales Tax
423.000.76.535.80.24.00 0.36
9.5% Sales Tax
423.000.76.535.80.41.11 7.05
1987797770 PARKS MAINT UNIFORM SERVICE
PARKS MAINT UNIFORM SERVICE
001.000.64.576.80.24.00 37.74
Total : 160.85
212295 1/8/2015 001441 ASCAP 100004086161 2015 MUSIC LICENSE FEE ACCOU!
2015 MUSIC LICENSE FEE
001.000.64.571.22.49.00 335.00
Total : 335.00
212296 1/8/2015 071124 ASSOCIATED PETROLEUM 0685463-IN Fleet - Reg 6,000 Gal
Fleet - Reg 6,000 Gal
Page: 3
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vchlist Voucher List Page: 4
01/08/2015 11:11:37AM City of Edmonds
Bank code :  usbank
Voucher Date Vendor Invoice PO # Description/Account Amount
212296 1/8/2015 071124 ASSOCIATED PETROLEUM (Continued)
511.000.77.548.68.34.11 9,085.20
WA St Excise Tax Gas, WA Oil Spill
511.000.77.548.68.34.11 2,329.80
Diesel 2,565 Gal
511.000.77.548.68.34.10 4,880.17
WA St Excise Tax Gas, WA Oil Spill
511.000.77.548.68.34.10 1,003.49
Bio Diesel 135 Gal
511.000.77.548.68.34.13 525.74
WA St Excise Tax Gas, WA Qil Spill
511.000.77.548.68.34.13 54.71
WA St Svc Fees
511.000.77.548.68.34.13 50.00
9.5% Sales Tax
511.000.77.548.68.34.13 4.75
Total : 17,933.86
212297 1/8/2015 069076 BACKGROUND INVESTIGATIONS INC  COE1214 Pre-employment Background checks
Pre-employment Background checks
001.000.22.518.10.41.00 30.00
Total : 30.00
212298 1/8/2015 002070 BALANCING SERVICE CO INC 16430 WWTP - REPAIR/MAINTENANCE, O
shop time and materials
423.000.76.535.80.48.00 233.75
9.5% Sales Tax
423.000.76.535.80.48.00 22.20
Total : 255.95
212299 1/8/2015 071348 BERGERABAM 309025 Fishing Pier - Pro Svcs - Design
Fishing Pier - Pro Svcs - Design
016.000.66.518.30.41.00 30,877.13
Total : 30,877.13
212300 1/8/2015 074307 BLUE STAR GAS 3133 Fleet Auto Propane 500.1 Gal
Page: 4
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vchlist Voucher List Page: 5
01/08/2015 11:11:37AM City of Edmonds
Bank code :  usbank
Voucher Date Vendor Invoice PO # Description/Account Amount
212300 1/8/2015 074307 BLUE STAR GAS (Continued)
Fleet Auto Propane 500.1 Gal
511.000.77.548.68.34.12 605.62
Total : 605.62
212301 1/8/2015 003001 BUILDERS SAND & GRAVEL 309406 Water/Sewer/Street/Storm - Sand Suj;
Water/Sewer/Street/Storm - Sand Suj
111.000.68.542.31.31.00 902.32
Water/Sewer/Street/Storm - Sand Su
422.000.72.531.40.31.00 902.32
Water/Sewer/Street/Storm - Sand Su
421.000.74.534.80.31.00 902.32
Water/Sewer/Street/Storm - Sand Suj
423.000.75.535.80.31.00 902.30
9.5% Sales Tax
111.000.68.542.31.31.00 85.72
9.5% Sales Tax
422.000.72.531.40.31.00 85.72
9.5% Sales Tax
421.000.74.534.80.31.00 85.72
9.5% Sales Tax
423.000.75.535.80.31.00 85.72
Total : 3,952.14
212302 1/8/2015 018495 CALPORTLAND COMPANY 92312329 Street - Cement
Street - Cement
111.000.68.542.61.31.00 164.25
9.5% Sales Tax
111.000.68.542.61.31.00 15.60
Total : 179.85
212303 1/8/2015 073029 CANON FINANCIAL SERVICES 14469331 CANON CONTRACT CHARGES
Canon contract charges C5051
001.000.61.557.20.45.00 83.35
Canon contract charges C5051
001.000.22.518.10.45.00 83.35
Page: 5
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vchlist Voucher List Page: 6
01/08/2015 11:11:37AM City of Edmonds
Bank code :  usbank
Voucher Date Vendor Invoice PO # Description/Account Amount
212303 1/8/2015 073029 CANON FINANCIAL SERVICES (Continued)
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.22.518.10.45.00 7.92
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.21.513.10.45.00 7.91
Canon contract charges C5051
001.000.21.513.10.45.00 83.29
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.61.557.20.45.00 7.92
Total : 273.74
212304 1/8/2015 074442 CAPITAL ONE 8941 City Holiday Brunch - Food
City Holiday Brunch - Food
001.000.22.518.10.49.00 431.85
Total : 431.85
212305 1/8/2015 003320 CASCADE MACHINERY & ELECTRIC 420997 YOST POOL PUMP REPLACEMENT
YOST POOL PUMP REPLACEMENT
125.000.64.576.80.31.00 7,955.00
9.5% Sales Tax
125.000.64.576.80.31.00 755.73
Total : 8,710.73
212306 1/8/2015 003510 CENTRAL WELDING SUPPLY RN12141014 WWTP - CYLINDER RENTAL
cylinder rental
423.000.76.535.80.31.11 70.75
9.5% Sales Tax
423.000.76.535.80.31.11 6.72
Total : 77.47
212307 1/8/2015 022200 CITY OF MOUNTLAKE TERRACE 2748 E4FD.JOHNSON GROUP 2014 EXPI
E4FD.Johnson Group 2014 Expenses
422.000.72.594.31.41.20 13,600.00
Total : 13,600.00
212308 1/8/2015 073573 CLARK SECURITY PRODUCTS INC 23K-055596 Traffic - Signal Generator Locks (4)
Page: 6
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vchlist Voucher List Page: 7
01/08/2015 11:11:37AM City of Edmonds
Bank code :  usbank
Voucher Date Vendor Invoice PO # Description/Account Amount
212308 1/8/2015 073573 CLARK SECURITY PRODUCTS INC (Continued)
Traffic - Signal Generator Locks (4)
111.000.68.542.64.31.00 267.76
9.5% Sales Tax
111.000.68.542.64.31.00 25.44
23K-057277 City Hall - Smart-Pac Il
City Hall - Smart-Pac Il
001.000.66.518.30.31.00 36.52
Freight
001.000.66.518.30.31.00 10.04
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.66.518.30.31.00 4.42
Total : 344.18
212309 1/8/2015 074319 CLASSICAL KING FM 98.1 IN-115013949 PROMOTIONAL AD 12/01-12/07/14
Promotional ad 12/01-12/07/14
001.000.61.558.70.44.00 1,000.00
Total : 1,000.00
212310 1/8/2015 073617 CLIFTON, AMBER 122114 E-COURT CONFERENCE TRAVEL R
E-COURT CONFERENCE TRAVEL R
001.000.23.523.30.43.00 161.16
Total : 161.16
212311 1/8/2015 004095 COASTWIDE LABS GW2731015 WWTP - SUPPLIES, OFFICE
office supplies
423.000.76.535.80.31.00 78.06
9.5% Sales Tax
423.000.76.535.80.31.00 7.42
GW2731062 LINERS
LINERS
001.000.64.576.80.31.00 461.74
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.64.576.80.31.00 43.87
NW2731015 WWTP - SUPPLIES, OFFICE
paper towels
Page: 7
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vchlist Voucher List Page: 8
01/08/2015 11:11:37AM City of Edmonds
Bank code : usbank
Voucher Date Vendor Invoice PO # Description/Account Amount
212311 1/8/2015 004095 COASTWIDE LABS (Continued)
423.000.76.535.80.31.00 58.80
9.5% Sales Tax
423.000.76.535.80.31.00 5.59
NW2731062 BRAWNEY WIPERS & BLEACH
BRAWNEY WIPERS & BLEACH
001.000.64.576.80.31.00 170.60
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.64.576.80.31.00 16.21
Total : 842.29
212312 1/8/2015 073135 COGENT COMMUNICATIONS INC JAN-15 C/A CITYOFEDO00001
Jan-15 Fiber Optics Internet Connecti
001.000.31.518.87.42.00 406.00
Total : 406.00
212313 1/8/2015 070323 COMCAST 8498 31 030 0721433 CEMETERY BUNDLED SERVICES 8
CEMETERY BUNDLED SERVICES 8
130.000.64.536.20.42.00 124.05
Total : 124.05
212314 1/8/2015 065683 CORRY'S FINE DRY CLEANING DEC 2014 DRY CLEANING NOV/DEC - EDMON
CLEANING/ALUNDRY NOV/DEC 20~
001.000.41.521.22.24.00 658.87
Total : 658.87
212315 1/8/2015 005965 CUES INC 423500 Sewer - Connectors
Sewer - Connectors
423.000.75.535.80.31.00 228.82
Freight
423.000.75.535.80.31.00 21.34
9.5% Sales Tax
423.000.75.535.80.31.00 23.77
423769 E4FF & ECOLOGY GRANT G140016
E4FF.DUC Camera
422.000.72.594.31.41.20 140,610.45
Page: 8
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vchlist Voucher List Page: 9
01/08/2015 11:11:37AM City of Edmonds
Bank code :  usbank
Voucher Date Vendor Invoice PO # Description/Account Amount
212315 1/8/2015 005965 CUES INC (Continued)
Ecology Grant (Task 2).DUC Camera
422.000.72.594.31.41.20 15,000.00
Total : 155,884.38
212316 1/8/2015 074444 DATAQUEST LLC CIEDMONDS-20141231 Background check for Municipal Cour
Background check for Municipal Cour
001.000.22.518.10.41.00 101.95
Total : 101.95
212317 1/8/2015 075131 DENNIS & WENDY ANDERSEN 3-19075 #611085072-KK UTILITY REFUND
#611085072-KK Utility refund - receiv
411.000.233.000 270.58
Total : 270.58
212318 1/8/2015 064531 DINES, JEANNIE 14-3515 INV#14-3515 - EDMONDS PD
TRANSCRIPTION CASE #1A14-007
001.000.41.521.10.41.00 132.00
Total : 132.00
212319 1/8/2015 070244 DUANE HARTMAN & ASSOCIATES INC  14-2394 .1 E3JA.TO 14-05.SERVICES THRU 12
E3JA.TO 14-05.Services thru 12/28/1
421.000.74.594.34.41.10 1,441.92
Total : 1,441.92
212320 1/8/2015 007253 DUNN LUMBER 2946283 WOOD, PVC, CEMENT, FASTENER!
WOOD, PVC, CEMENT, FASTENER!
125.000.64.576.80.31.00 225.97
9.5% Sales Tax
125.000.64.576.80.31.00 21.47
2947227 POSTS 8TH & ALDER PATHWAY
POSTS 8TH & ALDER PATHWAY
125.000.64.576.80.31.00 545.16
9.5% Sales Tax
125.000.64.576.80.31.00 51.79
Total : 844.39
Page: 9
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vchlist Voucher List Page: 10
01/08/2015 11:11:37AM City of Edmonds
Bank code :  usbank
Voucher Date Vendor Invoice PO # Description/Account Amount
212321 1/8/2015 075127 DVERSIFIED SPORTS 1305 GYMNASTICS RM SPRUNG FLOOR
GYMNASTICS RM SPRUNG FLOOR
001.000.64.575.55.31.00 1,530.00
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.64.575.55.31.00 145.35
Total : 1,675.35
212322 1/8/2015 069605 EAGLE EYE CONSULTING ENGINEERS 2014-EDM-NOV Prof Eng Consult Serv BLD 2014 094
Prof Eng Consult Serv BLD 2014 094
001.000.62.524.20.41.00 467.50
Total : 467.50
212323 1/8/2015 007675 EDMONDS AUTO PARTS 43515 FS 16,17,20 - Supplies
FS 16,17,20 - Supplies
001.000.66.518.30.31.00 74.28
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.66.518.30.31.00 7.06
Total : 81.34
212324 1/8/2015 007775 EDMONDS CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 1269 PROMOTIONAL AWARD FOR 2014
Promotional award by LTAC for 2014
120.000.31.575.42.41.00 2,500.00
Total : 2,500.00
212325 1/8/2015 074302 EDMONDS HARDWARE & PAINT LLC 000537 Sewer - Wall Clock Supplies
Sewer - Wall Clock Supplies
423.000.75.535.80.31.00 11.48
Total : 11.48
212326 1/8/2015 069523 EDMONDS P&R YOUTH SCHOLARSHIP 19699 CORDOVA 19699 CORDOVA YOUTH SCHOLAFR
19699 CORDOVA YOUTH SCHOLAFR
122.000.64.571.20.49.00 62.00
Total : 62.00
212327 1/8/2015 038500 EDMONDS SENIOR CENTER 2015-01-01 01/15 RECREATION SERVICES COt
01/15 Recreation Services Contract F
001.000.39.569.10.41.00 5,000.00
Page: 10
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vchlist Voucher List Page: 1
01/08/2015 11:11:37AM City of Edmonds
Bank code :  usbank
Voucher Date Vendor Invoice PO # Description/Account Amount
212327 1/8/2015 038500 038500 EDMONDS SENIOR CENTER (Continued) Total : 5,000.00
212328 1/8/2015 008705 EDMONDS WATER DIVISION 2-25150 WEST PLANTER IRRIGATION 870 C
WEST PLANTER IRRIGATION 870 C
001.000.64.576.80.47.00 34.65
2-25175 EAST PLANTER IRRIGATION 875 C;
EAST PLANTER IRRIGATION 875 C;
001.000.64.576.80.47.00 34.65
2-28275 PLANTER IRRIGATION 1400 9TH Av
PLANTER IRRIGATION 1400 9TH Av
001.000.64.576.80.47.00 34.65
2-37180 18200 OLYMPIC VIEW DR / METER
18200 OLYMPIC VIEW DR / METER
001.000.64.576.80.47.00 47.92
7-05276 CEMETERY SEWER & STORM 820
CEMETERY SEWER & STORM 820
130.000.64.536.50.47.00 140.38
Total : 292.25
212329 1/8/2015 008812 ELECTRONIC BUSINESS MACHINES 106926 WATER SEWER COPY USE
Water Sewer Copy Use
421.000.74.534.80.31.00 8.95
Water Sewer Copy Use
423.000.75.535.80.31.00 8.94
9.5% Sales Tax
421.000.74.534.80.31.00 0.85
9.5% Sales Tax
423.000.75.535.80.31.00 0.85
107880 COPIER MAINT
COPIER MAINT
001.000.23.523.30.45.00 30.81
108439 1 P&R PRINTER C1030 #A6995
P&R PRINTER C1030 #A6995
001.000.64.571.21.45.00 25.38
108460 1 P&R COPIER C5051 #A7027
P&R COPIER C5051 #A7027
Page: 11
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Voucher Date Vendor Invoice PO # Description/Account Amount
212329 1/8/2015 008812 ELECTRONIC BUSINESS MACHINES (Continued)
001.000.64.571.21.45.00 40.97
108461 CUST# MK5533 C5051 GQM52286 (
Meter charges 11/30/14 - 12/30/14 B¢
001.000.31.514.23.48.00 39.53
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.31.514.23.48.00 3.76
108611 COPIER CHARGES C1030
Copier charges for C1030
001.000.61.557.20.45.00 6.76
Copier charges for C1030
001.000.22.518.10.45.00 6.76
Copier charges for C1030
001.000.21.513.10.45.00 6.74
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.61.557.20.45.00 0.64
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.22.518.10.45.00 0.64
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.21.513.10.45.00 0.64
Total : 182.22
212330 1/8/2015 063953 EVERGREEN STATE HEAT & A/C 26903 Plaza Rm - Svc Repair
Plaza Rm - Svc Repair
001.000.66.518.30.48.00 1,503.00
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.66.518.30.48.00 142.79
Total : 1,645.79
212331 1/8/2015 064406 FBI LEEDA 8964-15 INV 8964-15 BARKER - EDMONDS F
2015 MEMBERSHIP DUES - BARKE!
001.000.41.521.21.49.00 50.00
Total : 50.00
212332 1/8/2015 070855 FLEX PLAN SERVICES INC 10010594 December Flex Plan Fee
December Flex Plan Fee
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Voucher Date Vendor Invoice PO # Description/Account Amount
212332 1/8/2015 070855 FLEX PLAN SERVICES INC (Continued)
001.000.22.518.10.41.00 78.30
Total : 78.30
212333 1/8/2015 071562 FORMA 12/30/14 WAYFINDING 12/30/14 FORMA WAYFINDING
12/30/14 FORMA WAYFINDING
117.100.64.573.20.41.00 881.48
Total : 881.48
212334 1/8/2015 011900 FRONTIER 253-003-6887 LIFT STATION #6 VG SPECIAL ACCl
LIFT STATION #6 VG SPECIAL ACCE
423.000.75.535.80.42.00 41.67
425-745-5055 MEADOWDALE PRESCHOOL PHOM
PM IP
001.000.66.518.30.42.00 21.90
MEADOWDALE PRESCHOOL PHOM
001.000.64.571.29.42.00 99.36
Total : 162.93
212335 1/8/2015 073821 GEODESIGN INC 1214-189 E4JA.SERVICES THRU 12/31/14
E4JA.Services thru 12/31/14
421.000.74.594.34.41.10 604.65
Total : 604.65
212336 1/8/2015 072515 GOOGLE INC 2989880453 C/A 4339-4890-5932-7886
Google Apps - December 2014
001.000.31.518.88.48.00 382.52
Total : 382.52
212337 1/8/2015 069733 HB JAEGER COMPANY LLC 155108/1 Sewer - 6" Wedge Mech Plugs
Sewer - 6" Wedge Mech Plugs
423.000.75.535.80.31.00 299.20
9.5% Sales Tax
423.000.75.535.80.31.00 28.42
155380/1 Water Inv - #0061 W-CLMPCI-06-027
Water Inv - #0061 W-CLMPCI-06-027
421.000.74.534.80.34.20 245.14
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Voucher Date Vendor Invoice PO # Description/Account Amount
212337 1/8/2015 069733 HB JAEGER COMPANY LLC (Continued)
9.5% Sales Tax
421.000.74.534.80.34.20 23.29
Total : 596.05
212338 1/8/2015 012900 HARRIS FORD INC 150825 Unit 449 POL - Instrument Cluster
Unit 449 POL - Instrument Cluster
511.000.77.548.68.31.10 378.29
9.5% Sales Tax
511.000.77.548.68.31.10 35.94
151076 Unit 452 - Parts
Unit 452 - Parts
511.000.77.548.68.31.10 59.82
9.5% Sales Tax
511.000.77.548.68.31.10 5.68
FOCS378264 Unit 136 - Repairs
Unit 136 - Repairs
511.000.77.548.68.48.00 164.25
9.5% Sales Tax
511.000.77.548.68.48.00 15.60
Total : 659.58
212339 1/8/2015 010900 HD FOWLER CO INC 13813677 Storm - Talbot Rd Storm Repair Parts
Storm - Talbot Rd Storm Repair Parts
422.000.72.531.40.31.00 347.97
9.5% Sales Tax
422.000.72.531.40.31.00 33.06
13813687 Storm - Talbot Rd Storm Repair
Storm - Talbot Rd Storm Repair
422.000.72.531.40.41.00 535.00
9.5% Sales Tax
422.000.72.531.40.41.00 50.83
Total : 966.86
212340 1/8/2015 075133 HERRIN, NICOLE BID-123114 ADMIN HOURLY CONTRACTED SEF

Administration hourly contracted
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Voucher Date Vendor Invoice PO # Description/Account Amount
212340 1/8/2015 075133 HERRIN, NICOLE (Continued)
627.000.61.558.70.41.00 445.00
Total : 445.00
212341 1/8/2015 067862 HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES 2015917 WWTP - REPAIR/MAINTENANCE, M
siding & hardware
423.000.76.535.80.48.21 113.61
9.5% Sales Tax
423.000.76.535.80.48.21 10.79
8015124 WWTP - REPAIR/MAINTENANCE, M
framing & hardware
423.000.76.535.80.48.23 93.37
9.5% Sales Tax
423.000.76.535.80.48.23 8.87
9093694 WWTP - REPAIR/MAINTENANCE, M
sheet goods and nails
423.000.76.535.80.48.23 21.93
9.5% Sales Tax
423.000.76.535.80.48.23 2.08
Total : 250.65
212342 1/8/2015 013677 HORTICULTURE LINDSAY HORTICULTURE LINDSAY HORTICULTURE MAGAZIMN
LINDSAY HORTICULTURE MAGAZIM
001.000.64.576.80.49.00 21.99
Total : 21.99
212343 1/8/2015 073548 INDOFF INCORPORATED 2553771 SUPPLIES
SUPPLIES
001.000.23.523.30.31.00 202.52
2563802 SUPPLIES
SUPPLIES
001.000.23.523.30.31.00 489.09
256447 SUPPLIES
SUPPLIES
001.000.23.523.30.31.00 92.86
2564557 WWTP - SUPPLIES, OFFICE
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212343 1/8/2015 073548 INDOFF INCORPORATED (Continued)
paper supplies
423.000.76.535.80.31.41 242.94
9.5% Sales Tax
423.000.76.535.80.31.41 23.08
Total : 1,050.49
212344 1/8/2015 075062 JAMESTOWN NETWORKS 3476 FIBER OPTICS INTERNET CONNEC
Jan-15 Fiber Optics Internet Connecti
001.000.31.518.87.42.00 500.00
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.31.518.87.42.00 47.50
Total : 547.50
212345 1/8/2015 015270 JCI JONES CHEMICALS INC 641975 WWTP - SUPPLIES, HYPOCHLORIT
hypochlorite, 4695 gallons
423.000.76.535.80.31.53 2,598.76
9.5% Sales Tax
423.000.76.535.80.31.53 246.88
Total : 2,845.64
212346 1/8/2015 073780 KAMINS, CHAD E3DC.Pmt 2 E3DC.PMT 2 THRU 11/30/14
E3DC.Pmt 2 thru 11/30/14
112.200.68.595.33.65.00 99,327.30
E3DC.Ret 2
112.200.223.400 -4,966.36
Total : 94,360.94
212347 1/8/2015 072650 KCDA PURCHASING COOPERATIVE 3869713 INV#3869713 ACCT#100828 - EDMC
10 CASES MULTI USE COPY PAPEF
001.000.41.521.10.31.00 237.30
HANDLING FEE
001.000.41.521.10.31.00 55.20
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.41.521.10.31.00 22.54
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212347 1/8/2015 072650 072650 KCDA PURCHASING COOPERATIVE (Continued) Total : 315.04
212348 1/8/2015 017135 LANDAU ASSOCIATES INC 34324 ESLHA Review Saunders Residence
ESLHA Review Saunders Residence
001.000.62.524.20.41.00 352.75
34325 Profession serv for Bldg Saunders
Profession serv for Bldg Saunders
001.000.62.524.20.41.00 1,495.50
34393 Planning - Prof Serv Scheutz
Planning - Prof Serv Scheutz
001.000.62.558.60.41.00 3,890.00
Total : 5,738.25
212349 1/8/2015 074848 LONG BAY ENTERPRISES INC 2015-301 SAP IMPLEMENTATION CONSULTAI
Strategic Action Plan Implementation
001.000.61.557.20.41.00 656.25
Total : 656.25
212350 1/8/2015 018980 LYNNWOOD HONDA 896694 ELEMENT & SPARK
ELEMENT & SPARK
001.000.64.576.80.31.00 20.71
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.64.576.80.31.00 1.97
CM896694 RETURN ELEMENT
ELEMENT
001.000.64.576.80.31.00 -17.05
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.64.576.80.31.00 -1.62
Total : 4.01
212351 1/8/2015 072992 LYNNWOOD ICE CENTER 19124 ICE SKATE 19124 LEARN TO ICE SKATE INSTR
19124 LEARN TO ICE SKATE INSTR
001.000.64.571.22.41.00 238.00
19126 ICE SKATE 19126 LEARN TO ICE SKATE INSTR
19126 LEARN TO ICE SKATE INSTR
001.000.64.571.22.41.00 238.00
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212351 1/8/2015 072992 072992 LYNNWOOD ICE CENTER (Continued) Total : 476.00
212352 1/8/2015 069362 MARSHALL, CITA 1542 INTERPRETER FEE
INTERPRETER FEE
001.000.23.512.50.41.01 88.32
1543 INTERPRETER FEE
INTERPRETER FEE
001.000.23.512.50.41.01 88.32
1561 INTERPRETER FEE
INTERPRETER FEE
001.000.23.523.30.41.01 88.32
Total : 264.96
212353 1/8/2015 020039 MCMASTER-CARR SUPPLY CO 19827230 WWTP - SUPPLIES, SAFETY AND M
safety glasses
423.000.76.535.80.31.12 18.68
gauges and nylon cables
423.000.76.535.80.31.21 330.55
Freight
423.000.76.535.80.31.21 7.42
Total : 356.65
212354 1/8/2015 069053 MICRO COM SYSTEMS LTD 16371 Microfilming/CD's for buildings 2011
Microfilming/CD's for buildings 2011
001.000.62.524.20.49.00 471.63
Total : 471.63
212355 1/8/2015 020495 MIDWAY PLYWOOD INC 64507 GREEN RESOURCE CENTER - BUIL
Poplar Plywood
001.000.66.518.30.31.00 192.12
64513 GREEN RESOURCE CENTER - BUIL
Maple ~
001.000.66.518.30.31.00 1,151.46
64544 GREEN RESOURCE CENTER - BUIL
Hard Rock Maple~
001.000.66.518.30.31.00 733.10
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212355 1/8/2015 020495 020495 MIDWAY PLYWOOD INC (Continued) Total : 2,076.68
212356 1/8/2015 020900 MILLERS EQUIP & RENTALL INC 203345 GLOVES
GLOVES
001.000.64.576.80.31.00 8.91
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.64.576.80.31.00 0.85
Total : 9.76
212357 1/8/2015 072746 MURRAY SMITH & ASSOCIATES 14-1590-5 E4GA.SERVICES THRU 12/31/14
E4GA.Services thru 12/31/14
423.000.75.594.35.41.30 38,001.39
Total : 38,001.39
212358 1/8/2015 064618 NASCO 6746 WWTP - SUPPLIES, LABORATORY
bottom section w/ valve
423.000.76.535.80.31.31 261.60
Freight
423.000.76.535.80.31.31 24.91
9.5% Sales Tax
423.000.76.535.80.31.31 27.22
Total : 313.73
212359 1/8/2015 064570 NATIONAL SAFETY INC 0395047-IN WWTP - SMALL EQUIPMENT
ISC Ventis MX4 multi-gas monitor
423.000.76.535.80.35.00 940.50
Freight
423.000.76.535.80.35.00 13.49
9.5% Sales Tax
423.000.76.535.80.35.00 90.63
Total : 1,044.62
212360 1/8/2015 024302 NELSON PETROLEUM 0539658-IN Unit 66 - Supplies
Unit 66 - Supplies
511.000.77.548.68.31.10 209.00
9.5% Sales Tax
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Voucher Date Vendor Invoice PO # Description/Account Amount
212360 1/8/2015 024302 NELSON PETROLEUM (Continued)
511.000.77.548.68.31.10 19.86
Total : 228.86
212361 1/8/2015 024960 NORTH COAST ELECTRIC COMPANY  S6218501.001 WWTP - OFFSITE FLOW TELEMTR'
micrologix
423.100.76.594.39.65.10 1,500.75
Freight
423.100.76.594.39.65.10 12.04
9.5% Sales Tax
423.100.76.594.39.65.10 143.72
S$6218501.002 WWTP - OFFSITE FLOW TELEMETI
micrologix module
423.100.76.594.39.65.10 2,010.75
9.5% Sales Tax
423.100.76.594.39.65.10 191.02
Total : 3,858.28
212362 1/8/2015 061013 NORTHWEST CASCADE INC 2-1094355 CIVIC FIELD HONEY BUCKET
CIVIC FIELD HONEY BUCKET
001.000.64.576.80.45.00 115.65
2-1096304 HAINES WHARF PARK HONEY BUC
HAINES WHARF PARK HONEY BUC
001.000.64.576.80.45.00 220.77
2-1096703 WILLOW CREEK FISH HATCHERY }
WILLOW CREEK FISH HATCHERY }
001.000.64.576.80.45.00 115.65
2-1098963 HICKMAN PARK HONEY BUCKET
HICKMAN PARK HONEY BUCKET
001.000.64.576.80.45.00 -15.00
2-1099263 HICKMAN PARK HONEY BUCKET
HICKMAN PARK HONEY BUCKET
001.000.64.576.80.45.00 591.18
2-1099280 YOST PARK HONEY BUCKET
YOST PARK HONEY BUCKET
001.000.64.576.80.45.00 310.99
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212362 1/8/2015 061013 061013 NORTHWEST CASCADE INC (Continued) Total : 1,339.24
212363 1/8/2015 063511 OFFICE MAX INC 050529 WAXPAPER FOR PRESCHOOL PRC
WAXPAPER FOR PRESCHOOL PRC
001.000.64.575.56.31.00 3.26
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.64.575.56.31.00 0.31
050547 PAPER PLATES FOR PRESCHOOL |
PAPER PLATES FOR PRESCHOOL |
001.000.64.575.56.31.00 4.99
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.64.575.56.31.00 0.46
119590 PHONE FOR CEMETERY
PHONE FOR CEMETERY
130.000.64.536.50.31.00 58.75
9.5% Sales Tax
130.000.64.536.50.31.00 5.58
751573 HANDSET (RETURNED, SEE CM)
HANDSET (RETURNED, SEE CM)
130.000.64.536.50.31.00 39.15
9.5% Sales Tax
130.000.64.536.50.31.00 3.71
807389 PW Admin - Card Stock and Envelopt
PW Admin - Card Stock and Envelopt
001.000.65.518.20.31.00 42.45
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.65.518.20.31.00 4.03
810147 Office Supplies
Office Supplies
001.000.25.514.30.31.00 195.35
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.25.514.30.31.00 18.56
816060 CEMETERY-RETURNED HANDSET
CEMETERY-RETURNED HANDSET
130.000.64.536.50.31.00 -39.15
9.5% Sales Tax
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212363 1/8/2015 063511 OFFICE MAX INC (Continued)
130.000.64.536.50.31.00 -3.71
822871 INV#822871 ACCT#520437 250POL
HANGING FOLDERS
001.000.41.521.10.31.00 15.66
RETRACTABLE BLACK PENS
001.000.41.521.10.31.00 47.28
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.41.521.10.31.00 5.98
826905 FLAGS, PAPER CLIPS, CALENDAR
FLAGS, PAPERCLIPS
001.000.64.571.21.31.00 4.22
CALENDAR
130.000.64.536.50.31.00 2.50
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.64.571.21.31.00 0.40
9.5% Sales Tax
130.000.64.536.50.31.00 0.24
877455 P&R-PAPER
PAPER
001.000.64.571.21.31.00 73.71
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.64.571.21.31.00 7.00
Total : 490.73
212364 1/8/2015 074545 OLDS-OLYMPIC INC 000511-1436501 LS 10 - Fuel 88.98 Gal
LS 10 - Fuel 88.98 Gal
511.000.77.548.68.34.10 238.11
Total : 238.11
212365 1/8/2015 026200 OLYMPIC VIEW WATER DISTRICT 0000130 PLANTER IRRIGATION 220TH ST S\
PLANTER IRRIGATION 220TH ST S\
001.000.64.576.80.47.00 14.89
0001520 CEMETERY 820 15TH ST SW
CEMETERY 820 15TH ST SW
001.000.64.576.80.47.00 38.28
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212365 1/8/2015 026200

212366 1/8/2015 027060

OLYMPIC VIEW WATER DISTRICT

PACIFIC TOPSOILS

(Continued)
0001530

0002930

0021400

0026390

185891

185900

185908

186003

186006

186011

186024

CEMETERY SPRINKLER 820 15TH ¢
CEMETERY SPRINKLER 820 15TH ¢
001.000.64.576.80.47.00
SPRINKLER @ 5TH AVE S & SR104
SPRINKLER @ 5TH AVE S & SR104
001.000.64.576.80.47.00
FIRE STATION #20 88TH AVE W / Ml
FIRE STATION #20 88TH AVE W / Ml
001.000.66.518.30.47.00
PLANTER IRRIGATION 10415 226Tt
PLANTER IRRIGATION 10415 226Tt
001.000.64.576.80.47.00

Total :

Storm Dump Fees
Storm Dump Fees
422.000.72.531.10.49.00
Storm Dump Fees
Storm Dump Fees
422.000.72.531.10.49.00
Storm Dump Fees
Storm Dump Fees
422.000.72.531.10.49.00
Storm Dump Fees
Storm Dump Fees
422.000.72.531.10.49.00
Storm Dump Fees
Storm Dump Fees
422.000.72.531.10.49.00
Storm Dump Fees
Storm Dump Fees
422.000.72.531.10.49.00
Storm Dump Fees
Storm Dump Fees
422.000.72.531.10.49.00

27.09

16.48

176.93

16.48
290.15

120.00

120.00

120.00

120.00

120.00

120.00

120.00
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212366 1/8/2015 027060 PACIFIC TOPSOILS (Continued)
186027 Storm Dump Fees
Storm Dump Fees
422.000.72.531.10.49.00 120.00
Total : 960.00
212367 1/8/2015 064070 PALMATIER, LISA CONCERTS SEPT-DEC 14 CONCERTS PALMATIER SEPT-DEC
CONCERTS PALMATIER SEPT-DEC
117.100.64.573.20.41.00 320.00
Total : 320.00
212368 1/8/2015 063951 PERTEET ENGINEERING INC 20140026.001-4 E2FB & E4FA.SERVICES THRU 12/3
E2FB & E4FA.Services thru 12/31/14
422.000.72.594.31.41.20 1,702.50
Total : 1,702.50
212369 1/8/2015 007800 PETTY CASH 121614-123114 PETTY CASH DEC 2014
Mileage to meeting - Robert Chave
001.000.62.558.60.43.00 21.84
Supplies for Holiday Brunch - Kody
001.000.22.518.10.49.00 11.57
Supplies for Holiday Brunch - Cliff
001.000.22.518.10.49.00 16.24
Parking for Meetings in Seattle
001.000.67.532.20.49.00 31.31
State Attorney General paid cour cop
001.000.369.90.000.00 10.00
Total : 90.96
212370 1/8/2015 008350 PETTY CASH PARKS PETTY CASH PATTY STEELE-SMITH: PCC CALEN
PATTY STEELE-SMITH: PCC CALEN
001.000.64.575.55.31.00 8.75
MICHELLE PARKER: JOANN FABRI(
001.000.64.575.56.31.00 7.21
MICHELLE PARKER: 2ND CHANCE
001.000.64.575.56.31.00 1.17
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212370 1/8/2015 008350 PETTY CASH (Continued)
MICHELLE PARKER: FRED MEYER
001.000.64.575.56.31.00 15.23
MICHELLE PARKER: MICHAELS PU
001.000.64.575.56.31.00 6.53
MICHELLE PARKER: WIGHTS NARC(
001.000.64.575.56.31.00 1.08
MICHELLE PARKER: AMAZON PRE!
001.000.64.575.56.31.00 3.07
CLIFF EDWARDS: COSTCO WREAT
130.000.64.536.50.31.00 41.60
TAMMY RANKINS: EDMONDS HARL
001.000.64.575.56.31.00 9.30
TAMMY RANKINS: DOLLAR TREE C
001.000.64.575.56.31.00 3.29
TAMMY RANKINS: BARTELL GLYCE
001.000.64.575.56.31.00 5.46
TAMMY RANKINS: SAFEWAY VINEC
001.000.64.575.56.31.00 419
Total : 106.88
212371 1/8/2015 008400 PETTY CASH 2014 YE PETTY CASH POLICE ADMIN 2014 YEAR END PE
PARKING WCIA TRAINING - TACOM
001.000.41.521.10.43.00 10.00
PARKING WAPRO TRAINING - TAC(
001.000.41.521.10.43.00 10.00
PARKING - KC JAIL - TRAINING
001.000.41.521.40.43.00 45.00
FOOD FOR EPD HOSTED SCSPCA
001.000.41.521.10.31.00 29.96
BUS FARE FOR FEDERAL COURT 1
001.000.41.521.10.43.00 4.00
LUNCH - REQUIRED TO STAY @ FE
001.000.41.521.10.43.00 13.50
STAPLES FOR RANGE TARGETS
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212371 1/8/2015 008400 PETTY CASH (Continued)
001.000.41.521.40.31.00 3.53
PARKING - SMART MTG - EVERETT
001.000.41.521.21.43.00 9.00
FISHING LINE - 1A 14-007 INVESTIG
001.000.41.521.10.31.00 6.53
Total : 131.52
212372 1/8/2015 066796 PETTY CASH 123114 SNACKS FOR JURORS
SNACKS FOR JURORS
001.000.23.523.30.49.20 42.84
Total : 42.84
212373 1/8/2015 028860 PLATT ELECTRIC SUPPLY INC F746939 Fac Maint - Supp;lies
Fac Maint - Supp;lies
001.000.66.518.30.31.00 39.66
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.66.518.30.31.00 3.77
F791671 Unit 21 - Patch King Materials
Unit 21 - Patch King Materials
511.000.77.548.68.31.10 1717
9.5% Sales Tax
511.000.77.548.68.31.10 1.63
F791683 Unit 21 - Patch King Generator Cable
Unit 21 - Patch King Generator Cable
511.000.77.548.68.31.10 156.38
9.5% Sales Tax
511.000.77.548.68.31.10 14.86
F858195 WWTP - SMALL EQUIPMENT
GRE 555DX, Bender
423.000.76.535.80.35.00 5,227.99
9.5% Sales Tax
423.000.76.535.80.35.00 496.66
F858209 Fac Maint - Small Tool - Solid Wire
Fac Maint - Small Tool - Solid Wire
001.000.66.518.30.35.00 22.00
Page: 26

Packet Page 53 of 586



vchlist Voucher List Page: 27
01/08/2015 11:11:37AM City of Edmonds
Bank code :  usbank
Voucher Date Vendor Invoice PO # Description/Account Amount
212373 1/8/2015 028860 PLATT ELECTRIC SUPPLY INC (Continued)
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.66.518.30.35.00 2.09
Total : 5,982.21
212374 1/8/2015 071811 PONY MAIL BOX & BUSINESS CTR 214238 WWTP - POSTAGE
detection inst. corp.
423.000.76.535.80.42.00 32.38
Total : 32.38
212375 1/8/2015 064088 PROTECTION ONE 2445047 ALARM MONITORING SENIOR CEN
ALARM MONITORING SENIOR CEN
001.000.66.518.30.42.00 116.67
Total : 116.67
212376 1/8/2015 030400 PUGET SOUND CLEAN AIR AGENCY 15-039S Q1-2015 CLEAN AIR ASSESSMENT
Q1-15 Clean Air Assessment per RC\
001.000.39.553.70.51.00 7,502.00
Total : 7,502.00
212377 1/8/2015 030400 PUGET SOUND CLEAN AIR AGENCY 20150027 WWTP - PUGET SOUND CLEAN AIF
2015 Operating Permit Fee
423.000.76.535.80.51.00 29,456.15
Total : 29,456.15
212378 1/8/2015 073644 QUALITY CONTROLS CORP P1504-2 WWTP - C412 CONTROL SYSTEMS
Task Order 2.14
423.100.76.594.39.41.10 155.00
task order 4.14
423.100.76.594.39.41.10 1,240.00
Total : 1,395.00
212379 1/8/2015 030780 QUIRING MONUMENTS INC 00000151355 MARKER/INSCRIPTION-WILSON
MARKER/INSCRIPTION-WILSON
130.000.64.536.20.34.00 2,824.00
Total : 2,824.00
Page: 27

Packet Page 54 of 586



vchlist Voucher List Page: 28
01/08/2015 11:11:37AM City of Edmonds
Bank code :  usbank
Voucher Date Vendor Invoice PO # Description/Account Amount
212380 1/8/2015 070042 RICOH USAINC 93893078 Lease Ricoh MP171SPF Reception
Lease Ricoh MP171SPF Reception
001.000.62.524.10.45.00 30.66
Total : 30.66
212381 1/8/2015 067802 SAN DIEGO POLICE EQUIP CO 615725 INV#615725 CUST#1733 - EDMOND
40 S&W 180GR GDHP AMMO
001.000.41.521.40.31.00 749.58
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.41.521.40.31.00 71.21
Total : 820.79
212382 1/8/2015 067076 SEATTLE PUMP AND EQUIPMENT CO  14-5090 Storm - Vactor Parts
Storm - Vactor Parts
422.000.72.531.40.31.00 2,548.41
9.5% Sales Tax
422.000.72.531.40.31.00 242.10
14-5105 Unit 106 - Vac Tube Flanges and Part
Unit 106 - Vac Tube Flanges and Part
511.000.77.548.68.31.10 375.30
9.5% Sales Tax
511.000.77.548.68.31.10 35.65
14-5167 Unit 106 - Valve Hycon
Unit 106 - Valve Hycon
511.000.77.548.68.31.10 105.42
9.5% Sales Tax
511.000.77.548.68.31.10 10.01
Total : 3,316.89
212383 1/8/2015 070298 SESAC INC 3973609 MUSIC LICENS 3973609 MUSIC LICENSE 2015 ACC
3973609 MUSIC LICENSE 2015 ACC
117.100.64.573.20.49.00 719.00
Total : 719.00
212384 1/8/2015 063306 SHERWIN-WILLIAMS 1686-7 GREEN RESOURCE CENTER - PAIM
Green Resource Center - Paint
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212384 1/8/2015 063306 SHERWIN-WILLIAMS (Continued)
001.000.66.518.30.31.00 727.61
Total : 727.61
212385 1/8/2015 068489 SIRENNET.COM 0179656-IN Unit EQ95PO - Black Perimeter Light:
Unit EQ95PO - Black Perimeter Light:
511.100.77.594.48.64.00 260.00
Freight
511.100.77.594.48.64.00 9.10
0179730-IN Unit 304 - Black Flange
Unit 304 - Black Flange
511.000.77.548.68.31.10 9.00
Freight
511.000.77.548.68.31.10 9.65
Total : 287.75
212386 1/8/2015 060889 SNAP-ON INDUSTRIAL ARV /24467162 Fleet Shop Tools
Fleet Shop Tools
511.000.77.548.68.35.00 683.73
9.5% Sales Tax
511.000.77.548.68.35.00 64.97
ARV /24499800 Fleet Shop Tool - Cooling System Pre
Fleet Shop Tool - Cooling System Pre
511.000.77.548.68.35.00 164.21
Freight
511.000.77.548.68.35.00 14.95
9.5% Sales Tax
511.000.77.548.68.35.00 17.03
ARV /24537878 Fleet Shop Tool - Hex Set
Fleet Shop Tool - Hex Set
511.000.77.548.68.35.00 121.50
9.5% Sales Tax
511.000.77.548.68.35.00 11.54
Total : 1,077.93
212387 1/8/2015 037801 SNO CO HUMAN SERVICE DEPT 1000377557 Q3-14 LIQUOR BOARD PROFITS &°
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Bank code :

Voucher

usbank

Date Vendor

Invoice

PO #

Description/Account

Amount

212387

212388

1/8/2015 037801 SNO CO HUMAN SERVICE DEPT

1/8/2015 037375 SNO CO PUD NO 1

(Continued)

2002-0291-9

2002-7495-9

2004-9315-3

2006-6395-3

2009-1385-3

2010-5432-7

2011-8789-5

2015-0127-7

2015-3292-6

2017-1178-5

2021-3965-5

Quarterly Liquor Board Profits & Taxe
001.000.39.567.00.51.00

Total :

LIFT STATION #8 113 RAILROAD AV
LIFT STATION #8 113 RAILROAD AV
423.000.75.535.80.47.10
TRAFFIC LIGHT 23602 76 TH AVE W
TRAFFIC LIGHT 23602 76 TH AVE W
111.000.68.542.63.47.00
TRAFFIC LIGHT 22000 76 TH AVE W
TRAFFIC LIGHT 22000 76 TH AVE W
111.000.68.542.64.47.00
ANWAY PARK 131 SUNSET AVE /M
ANWAY PARK 131 SUNSETAVE / M
001.000.64.576.80.47.00
DECORATIVE LIGHTING 115 2ND A\
DECORATIVE LIGHTING 115 2ND A\
111.000.68.542.68.47.00
BRACKETT'S LANDING NORTH 50 f
BRACKETT'S LANDING NORTH 50 f
001.000.64.576.80.47.00
TRAFFIC LIGHT 21132 76TH AVE W
TRAFFIC LIGHT 21132 76 TH AVE W
111.000.68.542.63.47.00
LIFT STATION #14 7905 1/2 212TH F
LIFT STATION #14 7905 1/2 212TH F
423.000.75.535.80.47.10
LIFT STATION #7 121 W DAYTON S’
LIFT STATION #7 121 W DAYTON S’
423.000.75.535.80.47.10
STREET LIGHTING (183 LIGHTS @
STREET LIGHTING (183 LIGHTS @
111.000.68.542.68.47.00
BRACKETT'S LANDING SOUTH 100

2,164.96
2,164.96

155.09

33.92

57.47

587.46

51.44

130.38

37.79

39.89

463.29

1,172.87
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212388 1/8/2015 037375 SNO CO PUD NO 1 (Continued)

2021-9128-4

2023-5673-9

2024-9953-9

2025-2918-6

2025-2920-2

2025-7948-8

2025-7952-0

2047-1489-3

2047-1492-7

2047-1493-5

2047-1494-3

BRACKETT'S LANDING SOUTH 100
001.000.64.576.80.47.00

PEDEST CAUTION LIGHT 7801 212"
PEDEST CAUTION LIGHT 7801 212"
111.000.68.542.63.47.00

TRAFFIC LIGHT 21530 76 TH AVE W
TRAFFIC LIGHT 21530 76 TH AVE W
111.000.68.542.64.47.00

LIFT STATION #1 105 CASPERS ST
LIFT STATION #1 105 CASPERS ST
423.000.75.535.80.47.10

STREET LIGHTING (303 LIGHTS @
STREET LIGHTING (303 LIGHTS @
111.000.68.542.68.47.00

STREET LIGHTING (13 LIGHTS @ 4
STREET LIGHTING (13 LIGHTS @ 4
111.000.68.542.68.47.00

STREET LIGHTING (58 LIGHTS @ 2
STREET LIGHTING (58 LIGHTS @ 2
111.000.68.542.68.47.00

WWTP ENERGY MANAGEMENT SE
wwitp energy management service
423.000.76.535.80.47.61

STREET LIGHTING (1 LIGHT @150V
STREET LIGHTING (1 LIGHT @150V
111.000.68.542.68.47.00

STREET LIGHTING (18 LIGHTS @ 2
STREET LIGHTING (18 LIGHTS @ 2
111.000.68.542.68.47.00

STREET LIGHTING (5 LIGHTS @ 40
STREET LIGHTING (5 LIGHTS @ 40
111.000.68.542.68.47.00

STREET LIGHTING (2 LIGHTS @ 10
STREET LIGHTING (2 LIGHTS @ 10
111.000.68.542.68.47.00

57.73

33.92

45.45

1,251.01

2,910.42

135.44

382.51

9.91

4.38

97.28

51.26

13.01
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212388 1/8/2015 037375 SNO CO PUD NO 1 (Continued)
2047-1495-0 STREET LIGHTING (26 LIGHTS @ 2
STREET LIGHTING (26 LIGHTS @ 2
111.000.68.542.68.47.00 171.78
2053-0758-0 DECORATIVE & STREET LIGHTING
DECORATIVE & STREET LIGHTING
111.000.68.542.64.47.00 439.17
Total : 8,332.87
212389 1/8/2015 067609 SNOHOMISH COUNTY CITIES SCC2015 SNOHOMISH COUNTY CITIES 2015
2015 membership in the Association ¢
001.000.21.513.10.49.00 100.00
Total : 100.00
212390 1/8/2015 038100 SNO-KING STAMP 56543 Fleet - Numbers Stamp
Fleet - Numbers Stamp
511.000.77.548.68.31.10 50.06
Freight
511.000.77.548.68.31.10 2.75
9.5% Sales Tax
511.000.77.548.68.31.10 5.02
Total : 57.83
212391 1/8/2015 038300 SOUND DISPOSAL CO 103583 CIVIC CENTER 250 5TH AVE N
CIVIC CENTER 250 5TH AVE N
001.000.66.518.30.47.00 550.68
103584 WWTP 200 2ND AVE S/RECYCLING
wwtp 200 2nd Ave S/recycling
423.000.76.535.80.47.66 29.95
103585 FRANCES ANDERSON CENTER 70(
FRANCES ANDERSON CENTER 70(
001.000.66.518.30.47.00 674.47
103586 SNO-ISLE LIBRARY 650 MAIN ST
SNO-ISLE LIBRARY 650 MAIN ST
001.000.66.518.30.47.00 555.23
103587 PARKS MAINT GARBAGE AND REC
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212391 1/8/2015 038300 SOUND DISPOSAL CO (Continued)
PARKS MAINT GARBAGE AND REC
001.000.64.576.80.47.00 702.23
103588 CITY HALL 121 5THAVE N
CITY HALL 121 5THAVE N
001.000.66.518.30.47.00 459.89
Total : 2,972.45
212392 1/8/2015 038410 SOUND SAFETY PRODUCTS 2073208-01 Fac Maint - Work Clothes - 1
Fac Maint - Work Clothes - 1
001.000.66.518.30.24.00 129.02
9.2% Sales Tax
001.000.66.518.30.24.00 11.87
4245856-01 Fac Maint - 5 Jeans - E Matthews
Fac Maint - 5 Jeans - E Matthews
001.000.66.518.30.24.00 198.42
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.66.518.30.24.00 18.85
4246334-01 Fac Maint - Coat - P Chin
Fac Maint - Coat - P Chin
001.000.66.518.30.24.00 96.40
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.66.518.30.24.00 9.16
Total : 463.72
212393 1/8/2015 074719 SPECIALITY SOILS INC 16318 GROWING MEDIUM FLOWER PRO(
GROWING MEDIUM FLOWER PRO(
125.000.64.576.80.31.00 1,420.90
9.5% Sales Tax
125.000.64.576.80.31.00 134.99
Total : 1,555.89
212394 1/8/2015 074990 STANTEC CONSULTING SERVICES 865729 E1FH.SERVICES THRU 12/31/14
E1FH.Services thru 12/31/14
422.000.72.594.31.41.20 67.50
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212394 1/8/2015 074990 074990 STANTEC CONSULTING SERVICES (Continued) Total : 67.50
212395 1/8/2015 040917 TACOMA SCREW PRODUCTS INC 11427305 Traffic - Supplies
Traffic - Supplies
111.000.68.542.64.31.00 135.98
9.5% Sales Tax
111.000.68.542.64.31.00 12.92
11428854 Fleet Shop Supplies
Fleet Shop Supplies
511.000.77.548.68.31.20 20.80
9.5% Sales Tax
511.000.77.548.68.31.20 1.98
30616139 Unit 57 - Air Brake Rubber Hose
Unit 57 - Air Brake Rubber Hose
511.000.77.548.68.31.10 23.38
9.5% Sales Tax
511.000.77.548.68.31.10 2.22
Total : 197.28
212396 1/8/2015 075134 TED JONES & TRINA NELSON 1-21884 #1-21884 RETURN PYMT CUSTOME
Customer error on utility Pymt. The
411.000.111.100 14,247.00
Total : 14,247.00
212397 1/8/2015 071666 TETRATECH INC 50868520 E4FB.SERVICES THRU 9/30/14
E4FB.Services thru 9/30/14
422.000.72.594.31.41.20 3,695.45
Total : 3,695.45
212398 1/8/2015 069576 THE BANK OF NEW YORK MELLON 111-1635714 EDMLTGOO07
Washington Limited Tax General
001.000.39.592.18.89.00 32.75
111-1635718 EDMWATREF11
Water & Sewer Improvement & Refur
422.000.72.592.31.89.00 14.96
Water & Sewer Improvement & Refur
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212398 1/8/2015 069576 THE BANK OF NEW YORK MELLON (Continued)
421.000.74.592.34.89.00 31.32
Water & Sewer Improvement & Refur
423.000.75.592.35.89.00 5.33
Water & Sewer Improvement & Refur
423.000.76.592.35.89.00 0.69
Water & Sewer Improvement & Refur
423.100.76.592.39.89.00 1.34
111-1635720 EDMWATSEW13
Water and Sewer Improvement Bond:
424.000.71.592.38.89.00 53.79
111-1636118 EDMLTGOREF12
Limited General Obligation Tax
231.000.31.592.19.89.00 53.79
Total : 193.97
212399 1/8/2015 027269 THE PART WORKS INC 395938 YOST POOL SHOWER CAPS & SCF
YOST POOL SHOWER CAPS & SCF
001.000.64.576.80.31.00 165.05
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.64.576.80.31.00 15.68
Total : 180.73
212400 1/8/2015 038315 THYSSENKRUPP ELEVATOR 3001486159 ELEVATOR MAINTENANCE SENIOR
ELEVATOR MAINTENANCE SENIOR
001.000.66.518.30.48.00 250.66
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.66.518.30.48.00 23.81
3001486393 ELEVATOR MAINTENANCE CITY HA
ELEVATOR MAINTENANCE CITY HA
001.000.66.518.30.48.00 1,249.47
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.66.518.30.48.00 118.70
3001486549 ELEVATOR PHONE MONITORING S
ELEVATOR PHONE MONITORING S
001.000.66.518.30.48.00 14.95
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212400 1/8/2015 038315 THYSSENKRUPP ELEVATOR (Continued)
3001486655 ELEVATOR PHONE MONITORING C
ELEVATOR PHONE MONITORING C
001.000.66.518.30.48.00 51.31
6000103210 PS - Annual Safety Inspection
PS - Annual Safety Inspection
001.000.66.518.30.48.00 2,240.13
9.5% Sales Tax
001.000.66.518.30.48.00 212.81
Total : 4,161.84
212401 1/8/2015 067865 VERIZON WIRELESS 9737643999 C/A 571242650-0001
iPhone/iPad Cell Service Bld Dept
001.000.62.524.20.42.00 231.21
iPhone/iPad Cell Service City Clerk
001.000.25.514.30.42.00 55.99
iPad Cell Service Council
001.000.11.511.60.42.00 290.11
iPad Cell Service Council
001.000.11.511.60.35.00 799.33
iPhone/iPad Cell Service Court
001.000.23.512.50.42.00 131.08
iPhone/iPad Cell Service Developmer
001.000.62.524.10.42.00 95.11
iPhone/iPad Cell Service Econ
001.000.61.557.20.42.00 75.12
iPhone/iPad Cell Service Engineering
001.000.67.532.20.42.00 503.30
iPhone/iPad Cell Service Facilities
001.000.66.518.30.42.00 110.20
iPhone/iPad Cell Service Finance
001.000.31.514.23.42.00 95.11
iPhone/iPad Cell Service HR
001.000.22.518.10.42.00 95.11
iPhone/iPad Cell Service IS
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212401 1/8/2015 067865 VERIZON WIRELESS (Continued)
001.000.31.518.88.42.00 286.20
iPhone/iPad Cell Service Mayor's Offi
001.000.21.513.10.42.00 68.01
iPhone/iPad Cell Service Parks Dept
001.000.64.571.21.42.00 55.10
iPhone/iPad Cell Service Police Dept
001.000.41.521.22.42.00 917.91
Air cards Police Dept
001.000.41.521.22.42.00 840.33
iPhone/iPad Cell Service Planning De
001.000.62.558.60.42.00 40.01
iPhone/iPad Cell Service PW Admin
001.000.65.518.20.42.00 26.59
iPhone/iPad Cell Service PW Admin
421.000.74.534.80.42.00 7.60
iPhone/iPad Cell Service PW Admin
422.000.72.531.90.42.00 26.59
iPhone/iPad Cell Service PW Admin
423.000.75.535.80.42.00 7.60
iPhone/iPad Cell Service PW Admin
423.000.76.535.80.42.00 7.60
iPhone/iPad Cell Service PW Street [
111.000.68.542.90.42.00 115.99
iPhone/iPad Cell Service PW Fleet
511.000.77.548.68.42.00 55.10
iPhone/iPad Cell Service PW Water/<
421.000.74.534.80.42.00 80.55
iPhone/iPad Cell Service PW Water/$
423.000.75.535.80.42.00 80.55
iPhone/iPad Cell Service Sewer Dept
423.000.75.535.80.42.00 205.15
iPhone/iPad Cell Service Water
421.000.74.534.80.42.00 245.16

iPad Cell Service Storm
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212401 1/8/2015 067865 VERIZON WIRELESS (Continued)
422.000.72.531.90.42.00 120.03
iPhone/iPad Cell Service WWTP
423.000.76.535.80.42.00 161.10
9737770736 C/A 772540262-00001
Lift Station access
001.000.31.518.88.42.00 90.57
Total : 5,919.41
212402 1/8/2015 047200 WA RECREATION & PARK ASSOC 15 AGENCY MEMBERSHIF 2015 AGENCY MEMBERSHIP
2015 AGENCY MEMBERSHIP
001.000.64.571.21.49.00 1,000.00
2015 AGENCY MEMBERSHIP
001.000.64.571.22.49.00 1,000.00
2015 AGENCY MEMBERSHIP
001.000.64.576.80.49.00 1,000.00
Total : 3,000.00
212403 1/8/2015 068259 WA ST CRIMINAL JUSTICE 20114421 INV 20114421
COLLISION INVEST - BASIC - SACK
001.000.41.521.40.49.00 100.00
COLLISION INVEST - BASIC - STRU
001.000.41.521.40.49.00 100.00
20114488 INV 20114488 BLEA FOR BORST AN
BLEA TUITION - BORST
001.000.41.521.40.49.00 3,063.00
BLEA TUITION - HAUGHIAN
001.000.41.521.40.49.00 3,063.00
Total : 6,326.00
212404 1/8/2015 073472 WAPRO 423 EDMONDS PD - 2015 WAPRO DUE¢
2015 ACTIVE MEMBER DUES
001.000.41.521.10.49.00 25.00
427 INV 427 EDMONDS PD - BROMAN 2
2015 WAPRO ACTIVE MEMBER DUI
001.000.41.521.11.49.00 25.00
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212404 1/8/2015 073472 073472 WAPRO (Continued) Total : 50.00
212405 1/8/2015 075135 WASHINGTON AEROSPACE PRTNRSHP 1170 WA AEROSPACE INDUSTRY STRAT
Execution and Maintenace of Washin
001.000.39.513.10.49.00 1,000.00
Total : 1,000.00
212406 1/8/2015 067195 WASHINGTON TREE EXPERTS 06-9975 Street - 810 Walnut - Remove 3 dam:
Street - 810 Walnut - Remove 3 dam:
111.000.68.542.71.48.00 2,400.00
9.5% Sales Tax
111.000.68.542.71.48.00 228.00
06-9976 street - 17930 69th Ave W - Remove
street - 17930 69th Ave W - Remove
111.000.68.542.71.48.00 640.00
9.5% Sales Tax
111.000.68.542.71.48.00 60.80
06-9977 Street - 1031 Main St - Remove 2 Tre
Street - 1031 Main St - Remove 2 Tre
111.000.68.542.71.48.00 430.00
9.5% Sales Tax
111.000.68.542.71.48.00 40.85
Total : 3,799.65
212407 1/8/2015 073552 WELCO SALES LLC 6541 ENVELOPES
ENVELOPES
001.000.23.523.30.31.00 429.24
6543 Utility Billing - #9 Return Env (5,000)
Utility Billing - #9 Return Env (5,000)
421.000.74.534.80.31.00 106.67
Utility Billing - #9 Return Env (5,000)
423.000.75.535.80.31.00 106.67
Utility Billing - #9 Return Env (5,000)
422.000.72.531.90.31.00 106.66
9.5% Sales Tax
421.000.74.534.80.31.00 10.13
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212407 1/8/2015 073552 WELCO SALES LLC (Continued)
9.5% Sales Tax
423.000.75.535.80.31.00 10.13
9.5% Sales Tax
422.000.72.531.90.31.00 10.14
Total : 779.64
212408 1/8/2015 069691 WESTERN SYSTEMS 0000026753 Traffic Control - (2)Smart Monitors,
Traffic Control - (2)Smart Monitors,
111.000.68.542.64.31.00 2,634.66
9.5% Sales Tax
111.000.68.542.64.31.00 250.29
Total : 2,884.95
212409 1/8/2015 068798 WESTGATE CHAPEL REFUND DEP & MON REFUND DEPOSIT & UNUSED MON
REFUND DEPOSIT & UNUSED MON
001.000.239.200 515.00
Total : 515.00
212410 1/8/2015 071104 WIPPEL, TERESA 2015 ADVERTISING 2015 ADVERTISING
2015 ADVERTISING
001.000.64.571.22.41.40 2,400.00
Total : 2,400.00
125 Vouchers for bank code : usbank Bank total : 541,643.82
125 Vouchers in this report Total vouchers : 541,643.82
Page: 40
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Funding

PROJECT NUMBERS (By Project Title)

Project Title

STR
STR
STM
STR
WTR
STR
WTR
STM
SWR
SWR
WTR
WTR
STM
STM
SWR
WTR
STR
STM
STM
STR
STR
WTR
STM
SWR
WTR
WTR
STR
STR
WTR
STR
STR
STR
STR
STR

100th Ave W/Firdale Ave/238th St. SW/Traffic Signal Upgrade
15th St. SW Walkway (Edmonds Way to 8th Ave)

190th PI SW Wall Construction

2009 Street Overlay Program

2010 Waterline Replacement Program

2011 Residential Neighborhood Traffic Calming

2011 Waterline Replacement Program

2012 Citywide Storm Drainage Improvements

2012 Sanitary Sewer Comp Plan Update

2012 Sewermain-Alder/Dellwood/Beach Pl/224th St. Sewer Replacement
2012 Waterline Overlay Program

2012 Waterline Replacement Program

2013 Citywide Drainage Replacement

2013 Lake Ballinger Basin Study & Associated Projects
2013 Sewerline Replacement Project

2013 Waterline Replacement Program

2014 Chip Seals

2014 Drainage Improvements

2014 Lake Ballinger Associated Projects

2014 Overlay Program

2014 Waterline Overlays

2014 Waterline Replacement Program

2014 Willow Creek Daylighting/Edmonds Marsh Restoration
2015 Sewerline Replacement Project

2015 Waterline Replacement Program

2016 Water Comp Plan Update

220 7th Ave N Sidewalk

220th Street Overlay Project

224th Waterline Relocation (2013)

226th Street Walkway Project

228th St. SW Corridor Improvements

236th St. SW Walkway (Edmonds Way to Madrona School)
238th St. SW Walkway (100th Ave to 104th Ave)

5th Ave Overlay Project

Revised 1/8/2015

Project Engineering
Accounting Project
Number Number
c329 EOAA
c424 E3DC
c428 E3FF
c294 E9CA
c363 EOJA
c343 E1AB
c333 E1JA
c382 E2FE
c369 E2GA
c347 E1GA
c388 E2CA
c340 E1JE
c406 E3FA
c407 E3FB
c398 E3GA
c397 E3JA
c451 E4CB
c433 E4FA
c436 E4FD
c438 E4CA
c452 E4CC
c422 E4JA
c435 E4FC
c441 E4GA
c440 E4JB
c460 E4JC
c421 E3DA
c462 E4CD
c418 E3JB
c312 E9DA
i005 E7AC
c425 E3DD
c423 E3DB
€399 E2CC
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Funding

PROJECT NUMBERS (By Project Title)

Project Title

STR
WTR
STR
STR
STR
SWR
WTR
STR
PRK
SWR
STR
SWR
STM
PM
STM
STM
FAC
WTR
STM
FAC
FAC
STR
PM
FAC
STR
PM
STM
STM
SWR
SWR
STR
WTR
PM
STM

76th Ave W at 212th St SW Intersection Improvements

76th Ave W Waterline Extension with Lynnwood

76th Avenue West/75th Place West Walkway Project

9th Avenue Improvement Project

ADA Curb Ramp Upgrades along 3rd Ave S

Alder Sanitary Sewer Pipe Rehabilitation (2013 Sewer Pipe Rehab CIPP)
AWD Intertie and Reservoir Improvements

Caspers/Ninth Avenue/Puget Drive (SR524) Walkway Project
City Spray Park

Citywide CIPP Sewer Rehab Phase |

Citywide Safety Improvements

City-Wide Sewer Improvements

Dayton Street & SR104 Storm Drainage Alternatives

Dayton Street Plaza

Dayton Street Storm Improvements (6th Ave - 8th Ave)
Dayton Street Stormwater Pump Station

Edmonds Fishing Pier Rehab

Edmonds General Facilities Charge Study

Edmonds Marsh Feasibility Study

Edmonds Museum Exterior Repairs Project

ESCO llI Project

Five Corners Roundabout (212th Street SW @ 84th Avenue W)
Fourth Avenue Cultural Corridor

Frances Anderson Center Accessibility Upgrades

Hwy 99 Enhancements (Phase IIl)

Interurban Trail

Lake Ballinger Associated Projects 2012

LID Retrofits Perrinville Creek Basin

Lift Station #1 Basin & Flow Study

Lift Station 2 Improvements (Separated from L/s 13 - 09/01/08)
Main Street Lighting and Sidewalk Enhancements

Main Street Watermain

Marina Beach Additional Parking

North Talbot Road Drainage Improvements

Revised 1/8/2015

Project Engineering
Accounting Project
Number Number

c368 E1CA
c344 E1JB

c245 E6DA
c392 E2AB
c426 E3DE
c390 E2GB
c324 EOIA

c256 E6DB
c417 E4MA
c456 E4GB
c404 E2AC
c301 E8GD
c374 E1FM
c276 E7MA
c409 E3FD
c455 E4FE
c443 E4MB
c345 E1JC
c380 E2FC
c327 EOLA
c419 E3LB
c342 E1AA
€282 ESMA
c393 E3LA
c405 E2AD
c146 E2DB
c381 E2FD
c434 E4FB
c461 E4GC
c298 E8SGA
€265 E7AA
c375 E1JK
c290 ESMB
c378 E2FA
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Funding

PROJECT NUMBERS (By Project Title)

Project Title

STM
STM
SWR
WTR
STM
STM
WTR
WTR
STM
FAC
STR
PM
FAC
SWR
WWTP
WTR
STR
STR
General
STR
General
STM
STM
STM
STM
STR
STM
STM
STM
ENG
STR
STM

Northstream Pipe Abandonment on Puget Drive

NPDES

OVD Sewer Lateral Improvements

OVD Watermain Improvements (2003)

Perrinville Creek Culvert Replacement

Perrinville Creek Stormwater Flow Reduction Retrofit Study
Pioneer Way Road Repair

PRV Station 11 and 12 Abandonment

Public Facilities Water Quality Upgrades

Public Safety Controls System Upgrades

School Zone Flashing Beacon/Lighting Grant

Senior Center Parking Lot & Landscaping Improvements
Senior Center Roof Repairs

Sewer Lift Station Rehabilitation Design

Sewer Outfall Groundwater Monitoring

Sewer, Water, Stormwater Revenue Requirements Update
Shell Valley Emergency Access Road

SR104 Corridor Transportation Study

SR104 Telecommunications Conduit Crossing
SR104/City Park Mid-Block Crossing

SR99 Enhancement Program

Storm Contribution to Transportation Projects

Storm Drainage Improvements - 88th & 194th

Stormwater Development Review Support (NPDES Capacity)

Stormwater GIS Support

Sunset Walkway Improvements

SW Edmonds Basin #3-238th St. SW to Hickman Park Infiltration System

SW Edmonds-105th/106th Ave W Storm Improvements
Talbot Rd. Storm Drain Project/Perrinville Creek Mitigation
Train Trench - Concept

Transportation Plan Update

Video Assessment of Stormwater Lines

Revised 1/8/2015

Project Engineering
Accounting Project
Number Number
c410 E3FE
m013 E7FG
c142 E3GB
c141 E3JB
c376 E1FN
c408 E3FC
c389 E2CB
c346 E1JD
¢339 E1FD
c444 E4LA
c420 E3AA
c321 E9MA
€332 EOLB
c304 E9GA
c446 E4HA
c370 E1GB
c268 E7CB
c427 E3AB
c372 E1EA
c454 E4DB
c238 E6MA
c341 E1FF
c429 E3FG
c349 E1FH
c326 EOFC
c354 E1DA
c379 E2FB
c430 E3FH
c307 E9FB
c453 E4DA
c391 E2AA
c459 E4FF
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PROJECT NUMBERS (By Engineering Number)

100th Ave W/Firdale Ave/238th St. SW/Traffic Signal Upgrade
Stormwater GIS Support

AWD Intertie and Reservoir Improvements

2010 Waterline Replacement Program

Edmonds Museum Exterior Repairs Project

Senior Center Roof Repairs

Five Corners Roundabout (212th Street SW @ 84th Avenue W)
2011 Residential Neighborhood Traffic Calming

76th Ave W at 212th St SW Intersection Improvements
Sunset Walkway Improvements

SR104 Telecommunications Conduit Crossing

Public Facilities Water Quality Upgrades

Storm Contribution to Transportation Projects

Stormwater Development Review Support (NPDES Capacity)
Dayton Street & SR104 Storm Drainage Alternatives
Perrinville Creek Culvert Replacement

2012 Sewermain-Alder/Dellwood/Beach Pl/224th St. Sewer Replacement
Sewer, Water, Stormwater Revenue Requirements Update
2011 Waterline Replacement Program

76th Ave W Waterline Extension with Lynnwood

Edmonds General Facilities Charge Study

PRV Station 11 and 12 Abandonment

2012 Waterline Replacement Program

Main Street Watermain

Transportation Plan Update

9th Avenue Improvement Project

Citywide Safety Improvements

Hwy 99 Enhancements (Phase lll)

2012 Waterline Overlay Program

Pioneer Way Road Repair

5th Ave Overlay Project

North Talbot Road Drainage Improvements
SW Edmonds Basin #3-238th St. SW to Hickman Park Infiltration System
Edmonds Marsh Feasibility Study

Engineering Project
Project Accounting
Funding Number Number Project Title
STR EOAA c329
STM EOFC c326
WTR EOIA c324
WTR EOJA c363
FAC EOLA c327
FAC EOLB c332
STR E1AA c342
STR E1AB c343
STR E1CA c368
STR E1DA c354
General E1EA c372
STM E1FD c339
STM E1FF c341
STM E1FH c349
STM E1FM c374
STM E1FN c376
SWR E1GA c347
WTR E1GB c370
WTR E1JA c333
WTR E1JB c344
WTR E1JC c345
WTR E1JD c346
WTR E1JE c340
WTR E1JK c375
STR E2AA c391
STR E2AB c392
STR E2AC c404
STR E2AD c405
WTR E2CA c388
WTR E2CB c389
STR E2CC c399
PM E2DB c146 Interurban Trail
STM E2FA c378
ST™M E2FB c379
STM E2FC c380
ST™M E2FD c381

Revised 1/8/2015

Lake Ballinger Associated Projects 2012

Packet Page 71 of 586



PROJECT NUMBERS (By Engineering Number)

Engineering Project
Project Accounting
Funding Number Number Project Title
STM E2FE c382 2012 Citywide Storm Drainage Improvements
SWR E2GA c369 2012 Sanitary Sewer Comp Plan Update
SWR E2GB c390 Alder Sanitary Sewer Pipe Rehabilitation (2013 Sewer Pipe Rehab CIPP)
STR E3AA c420 School Zone Flashing Beacon/Lighting Grant
STR E3AB c427 SR104 Corridor Transportation Study
STR E3DA c421 220 7th Ave N Sidewalk
STR E3DB c423 238th St. SW Walkway (100th Ave to 104th Ave)
STR E3DC c424 15th St. SW Walkway (Edmonds Way to 8th Ave)
STR E3DD c425 236th St. SW Walkway (Edmonds Way to Madrona School)
STR E3DE c426 ADA Curb Ramp Upgrades along 3rd Ave S
STM E3FA c406 2013 Citywide Drainage Replacement
STM E3FB c407 2013 Lake Ballinger Basin Study & Associated Projects
STM E3FC c408 Perrinville Creek Stormwater Flow Reduction Retrofit Study
STM E3FD c409 Dayton Street Storm Improvements (6th Ave - 8th Ave)
STM E3FE c410 Northstream Pipe Abandonment on Puget Drive
STM E3FF c428 190th PI SW Wall Construction
STM E3FG c429 Storm Drainage Improvements - 88th & 194th
STM E3FH c430 SW Edmonds-105th/106th Ave W Storm Improvements
SWR E3GA c398 2013 Sewerline Replacement Project
SWR E3GB c142 OVD Sewer Lateral Improvements
WTR E3JA c397 2013 Waterline Replacement Program
WTR E3JB c418 224th Waterline Relocation (2013)
WTR E3JB c141 OVD Watermain Improvements (2003)
FAC E3LA c393 Frances Anderson Center Accessibility Upgrades
FAC E3LB c419 ESCO Il Project
STR E4CA c438 2014 Overlay Program
STR E4CB c451 2014 Chip Seals
STR E4CC c452 2014 Waterline Overlays
STR E4CD c462 220th Street Overlay Project
ENG E4DA c453 Train Trench - Concept
STR E4DB c454 SR104/City Park Mid-Block Crossing
STM E4FA c433 2014 Drainage Improvements
STM E4FB c434 LID Retrofits Perrinville Creek Basin
STM E4FC c435 2014 Willow Creek Daylighting/Edmonds Marsh Restoration
STM E4FD c436 2014 Lake Ballinger Associated Projects
STM E4FE c455 Dayton Street Stormwater Pump Station

Revised 1/8/2015
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PROJECT NUMBERS (By Engineering Number)

Engineering Project
Project Accounting
Funding Number Number Project Title
STM E4FF c459 Video Assessment of Stormwater Lines
SWR E4GA c441 2015 Sewerline Replacement Project
SWR E4GB c456 Citywide CIPP Sewer Rehab Phase |
SWR E4GC c461 Lift Station #1 Basin & Flow Study
WWTP E4HA c446 Sewer Outfall Groundwater Monitoring
WTR E4JA c422 2014 Waterline Replacement Program
WTR E4JB c440 2015 Waterline Replacement Program
WTR E4JC c460 2016 Water Comp Plan Update
FAC E4LA c444 Public Safety Controls System Upgrades
PRK E4MA c417 City Spray Park
FAC E4MB c443 Edmonds Fishing Pier Rehab
STR E6DA c245 76th Avenue West/75th Place West Walkway Project
STR E6DB c256 Caspers/Ninth Avenue/Puget Drive (SR524) Walkway Project
General E6MA c238 SR99 Enhancement Program
STR E7AA c265 Main Street Lighting and Sidewalk Enhancements
STR E7AC i005 228th St. SW Corridor Improvements
STR E7CB c268 Shell Valley Emergency Access Road
STM E7FG mO013 NPDES
PM E7MA c276 Dayton Street Plaza
SWR E8GA c298 Lift Station 2 Improvements (Separated from L/s 13 - 09/01/08)
SWR E8GD c301 City-Wide Sewer Improvements
PM ESMA c282 Fourth Avenue Cultural Corridor
PM E8SMB c290 Marina Beach Additional Parking
STR E9CA c294 2009 Street Overlay Program
STR E9DA c312 226th Street Walkway Project
STM E9FB c307 Talbot Rd. Storm Drain Project/Perrinville Creek Mitigation
SWR E9GA c304 Sewer Lift Station Rehabilitation Design
PM E9MA c321 Senior Center Parking Lot & Landscaping Improvements

Revised 1/8/2015
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PROJECT NUMBERS (By New Project Accounting Number)

OVD Watermain Improvements (2003)

OVD Sewer Lateral Improvements

SR99 Enhancement Program

76th Avenue West/75th Place West Walkway Project
Caspers/Ninth Avenue/Puget Drive (SR524) Walkway Project
Main Street Lighting and Sidewalk Enhancements

Shell Valley Emergency Access Road

Fourth Avenue Cultural Corridor

Marina Beach Additional Parking

2009 Street Overlay Program

Lift Station 2 Improvements (Separated from L/s 13 - 09/01/08)
City-Wide Sewer Improvements

Sewer Lift Station Rehabilitation Design

Talbot Rd. Storm Drain Project/Perrinville Creek Mitigation
226th Street Walkway Project

Senior Center Parking Lot & Landscaping Improvements

AWD Intertie and Reservoir Improvements

Stormwater GIS Support

Edmonds Museum Exterior Repairs Project

100th Ave W/Firdale Ave/238th St. SW/Traffic Signal Upgrade
Senior Center Roof Repairs

2011 Waterline Replacement Program

Public Facilities Water Quality Upgrades

2012 Waterline Replacement Program

Storm Contribution to Transportation Projects

Five Corners Roundabout (212th Street SW @ 84th Avenue W)
2011 Residential Neighborhood Traffic Calming

76th Ave W Waterline Extension with Lynnwood

Edmonds General Facilities Charge Study

PRV Station 11 and 12 Abandonment

2012 Sewermain-Alder/Dellwood/Beach Pl/224th St. Sewer Replacement

Project Engineering
Accounting Project
Funding Number Number Project Title
WTR c141 E3JB
SWR c142 E3GB
PM c146 E2DB Interurban Trail
General c238 EGMA
STR c245 E6DA
STR c256 E6DB
STR €265 E7AA
STR c268 E7CB
PM c276 E7MA Dayton Street Plaza
PM c282 ESMA
PM €290 ESMB
STR c294 E9CA
SWR c298 E8SGA
SWR c301 E8SGD
SWR c304 E9GA
STM c307 E9FB
STR c312 E9DA
PM c321 E9MA
WTR c324 EOIA
STM c326 EOFC
FAC c327 EOLA
STR c329 EOAA
FAC €332 EOLB
WTR c333 E1JA
STM c339 E1FD
WTR c340 E1JE
STM c341 E1FF
STR c342 E1AA
STR c343 E1AB
WTR c344 E1JB
WTR c345 E1JC
WTR c346 E1JD
SWR c347 E1GA
STM c349 E1FH

Revised 1/8/2015

Stormwater Development Review Support (NPDES Capacity)
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PROJECT NUMBERS (By New Project Accounting Number)

Sunset Walkway Improvements

2010 Waterline Replacement Program

76th Ave W at 212th St SW Intersection Improvements
2012 Sanitary Sewer Comp Plan Update

Sewer, Water, Stormwater Revenue Requirements Update
SR104 Telecommunications Conduit Crossing

Dayton Street & SR104 Storm Drainage Alternatives

Main Street Watermain

Perrinville Creek Culvert Replacement

North Talbot Road Drainage Improvements

SW Edmonds Basin #3-238th St. SW to Hickman Park Infiltration System
Edmonds Marsh Feasibility Study

Lake Ballinger Associated Projects 2012

2012 Citywide Storm Drainage Improvements

2012 Waterline Overlay Program

Pioneer Way Road Repair

Alder Sanitary Sewer Pipe Rehabilitation (2013 Sewer Pipe Rehab CIPP)
Transportation Plan Update

9th Avenue Improvement Project

Frances Anderson Center Accessibility Upgrades

2013 Waterline Replacement Program

2013 Sewerline Replacement Project

5th Ave Overlay Project

Citywide Safety Improvements

Hwy 99 Enhancements (Phase III)

2013 Citywide Drainage Replacement

2013 Lake Ballinger Basin Study & Associated Projects
Perrinville Creek Stormwater Flow Reduction Retrofit Study
Dayton Street Storm Improvements (6th Ave - 8th Ave)

Northstream Pipe Abandonment on Puget Drive

224th Waterline Relocation (2013)

Project Engineering
Accounting Project
Funding Number Number Project Title
STR c354 E1DA
WTR c363 EOJA
STR c368 E1CA
SWR c369 E2GA
WTR c370 E1GB
General c372 E1EA
STM c374 E1FM
WTR c375 E1JK
STM c376 E1FN
STM c378 E2FA
STM c379 E2FB
STM c380 E2FC
STM c381 E2FD
STM c382 E2FE
WTR c388 E2CA
WTR c389 E2CB
SWR c390 E2GB
STR c391 E2AA
STR €392 E2AB
FAC c393 E3LA
WTR c397 E3JA
SWR c398 E3GA
STR c399 E2CC
STR c404 E2AC
STR c405 E2AD
STM c406 E3FA
STM c407 E3FB
STM c408 E3FC
STM c409 E3FD
STM c410 E3FE
PRK c417 E4MA City Spray Park
WTR c418 E3JB
FAC c419 E3LB ESCO Il Project
STR c420 E3AA

Revised 1/8/2015

School Zone Flashing Beacon/Lighting Grant
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PROJECT NUMBERS (By New Project Accounting Number)

220 7th Ave N Sidewalk

2014 Waterline Replacement Program

238th St. SW Walkway (100th Ave to 104th Ave)
15th St. SW Walkway (Edmonds Way to 8th Ave)

236th St. SW Walkway (Edmonds Way to Madrona School)

ADA Curb Ramp Upgrades along 3rd Ave S

SR104 Corridor Transportation Study
190th PI SW Wall Construction

Storm Drainage Improvements - 88th & 194th

SW Edmonds-105th/106th Ave W Storm Improvements

2014 Drainage Improvements

LID Retrofits Perrinville Creek Basin

2014 Willow Creek Daylighting/Edmonds Marsh Restoration

2014 Lake Ballinger Associated Projects
2014 Overlay Program

2015 Waterline Replacement Program
2015 Sewerline Replacement Project
Edmonds Fishing Pier Rehab

Public Safety Controls System Upgrades

Sewer Outfall Groundwater Monitoring

2014 Waterline Overlays

Train Trench - Concept

SR104/City Park Mid-Block Crossing
Dayton Street Stormwater Pump Station
Citywide CIPP Sewer Rehab Phase |
Video Assessment of Stormwater Lines
2016 Water Comp Plan Update

Lift Station #1 Basin & Flow Study
220th Street Overlay Project

228th St. SW Corridor Improvements

Project Engineering
Accounting Project
Funding Number Number Project Title
STR c421 E3DA
WTR c422 E4JA
STR c423 E3DB
STR c424 E3DC
STR c425 E3DD
STR c426 E3DE
STR c427 E3AB
STM c428 E3FF
STM c429 E3FG
STM c430 E3FH
STM c433 E4FA
STM c434 E4FB
STM c435 E4FC
STM c436 E4FD
STR c438 E4CA
WTR c440 E4JB
SWR c441 E4GA
FAC c443 E4MB
FAC c444 E4LA
WWTP c446 E4HA
STR c451 E4CB 2014 Chip Seals
STR c452 E4CC
ENG c453 E4DA
STR c454 E4DB
STM c455 E4FE
SWR c456 E4GB
STM c459 E4FF
WTR c460 E4JC
SWR c461 E4GC
STR c462 E4CD
STR i005 E7AC
STM m013 E7FG NPDES

Revised 1/8/2015
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PROJECT NUMBERS (By Project Title)

Funding Project Title

ENG
FAC
FAC
FAC
FAC
FAC
FAC
General
General
PM
PM
PM
PM
PM
PRK
STM
STM
STM
STM
STM
STM
STM
STM
STM
STM
STM
STM
STM
STM
STM
STM
STM
STM
STM

Train Trench - Concept

Edmonds Museum Exterior Repairs Project

Senior Center Roof Repairs

Frances Anderson Center Accessibility Upgrades

ESCO Il Project

Edmonds Fishing Pier Rehab

Public Safety Controls System Upgrades

SR99 Enhancement Program

SR104 Telecommunications Conduit Crossing
Interurban Trail

Dayton Street Plaza

Fourth Avenue Cultural Corridor

Marina Beach Additional Parking

Senior Center Parking Lot & Landscaping Improvements
City Spray Park

Talbot Rd. Storm Drain Project/Perrinville Creek Mitigation
Stormwater GIS Support

Public Facilities Water Quality Upgrades

Storm Contribution to Transportation Projects

Stormwater Development Review Support (NPDES Capacity)

Dayton Street & SR104 Storm Drainage Alternatives
Perrinville Creek Culvert Replacement

Edmonds Marsh Feasibility Study

2012 Citywide Storm Drainage Improvements

2013 Citywide Drainage Replacement

2013 Lake Ballinger Basin Study & Associated Projects
Perrinville Creek Stormwater Flow Reduction Retrofit Study
Dayton Street Storm Improvements (6th Ave - 8th Ave)
Northstream Pipe Abandonment on Puget Drive

190th PI SW Wall Construction

Storm Drainage Improvements - 88th & 194th

SW Edmonds-105th/106th Ave W Storm Improvements
2014 Drainage Improvements

LID Retrofits Perrinville Creek Basin

Revised 1/8/2015

Project Engineering
Accounting Project
Number Number
c453 E4DA
c327 EOLA
€332 EOLB
c393 E3LA
c419 E3LB
c443 E4MB
c444 E4LA
c238 E6MA
c372 E1EA
c146 E2DB
c276 E7MA
c282 ESMA
c290 ESMB
c321 E9MA
c417 E4MA
c307 E9FB
c326 EOFC
c339 E1FD
c341 E1FF
c349 E1FH
c374 E1FM
c376 E1FN
c380 E2FC
c382 E2FE
c406 E3FA
c407 E3FB
c408 E3FC
c409 E3FD
c410 E3FE
c428 E3FF
c429 E3FG
c430 E3FH
c433 E4FA
c434 E4FB
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PROJECT NUMBERS (By Project Title)

Funding Project Title

STM
STM
STM
STM
STM
STM
STM
STM
STR
STR
STR
STR
STR
STR
STR
STR
STR
STR
STR
STR
STR
STR
STR
STR
STR
STR
STR
STR
STR
STR
STR
STR
STR
STR

2014 Willow Creek Daylighting/Edmonds Marsh Restoration
2014 Lake Ballinger Associated Projects

Dayton Street Stormwater Pump Station

Video Assessment of Stormwater Lines

NPDES

North Talbot Road Drainage Improvements

SW Edmonds Basin #3-238th St. SW to Hickman Park Infiltration System

Lake Ballinger Associated Projects 2012

76th Avenue West/75th Place West Walkway Project
Caspers/Ninth Avenue/Puget Drive (SR524) Walkway Project
Main Street Lighting and Sidewalk Enhancements

Shell Valley Emergency Access Road

2009 Street Overlay Program

226th Street Walkway Project

100th Ave W/Firdale Ave/238th St. SW/Traffic Signal Upgrade
Five Corners Roundabout (212th Street SW @ 84th Avenue W)
2011 Residential Neighborhood Traffic Calming

Sunset Walkway Improvements

76th Ave W at 212th St SW Intersection Improvements
Transportation Plan Update

9th Avenue Improvement Project

5th Ave Overlay Project

Citywide Safety Improvements

Hwy 99 Enhancements (Phase IIl)

School Zone Flashing Beacon/Lighting Grant

220 7th Ave N Sidewalk

238th St. SW Walkway (100th Ave to 104th Ave)

15th St. SW Walkway (Edmonds Way to 8th Ave)

236th St. SW Walkway (Edmonds Way to Madrona School)
ADA Curb Ramp Upgrades along 3rd Ave S

SR104 Corridor Transportation Study

2014 Overlay Program

2014 Chip Seals

2014 Waterline Overlays

Revised 1/8/2015

Project Engineering
Accounting Project
Number Number
c435 E4FC
c436 E4FD
c455 E4FE
c459 E4FF
m013 E7FG
c378 E2FA
c379 E2FB
c381 E2FD
c245 E6DA
c256 E6DB
€265 E7AA
c268 E7CB
€294 E9CA
c312 E9DA
c329 EOAA
c342 E1AA
c343 E1AB
c354 E1DA
c368 E1CA
c391 E2AA
€392 E2AB
c399 E2CC
c404 E2AC
c405 E2AD
c420 E3AA
c421 E3DA
c423 E3DB
c424 E3DC
c425 E3DD
c426 E3DE
c427 E3AB
c438 E4CA
c451 E4CB
c452 E4CC
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Funding

PROJECT NUMBERS (By Project Title)

Project Title

STR
STR
STR
SWR
SWR
SWR
SWR
SWR
SWR
SWR
SWR
SWR
SWR
SWR
WTR
WTR
WTR
WTR
WTR
WTR
WTR
WTR
WTR
WTR
WTR
WTR
WTR
WTR
WTR
WTR
WTR
WWTP

SR104/City Park Mid-Block Crossing

220th Street Overlay Project

228th St. SW Corridor Improvements

OVD Sewer Lateral Improvements

Lift Station 2 Improvements (Separated from L/s 13 - 09/01/08)
City-Wide Sewer Improvements

Sewer Lift Station Rehabilitation Design

2012 Sewermain-Alder/Dellwood/Beach Pl/224th St. Sewer Replacement
2012 Sanitary Sewer Comp Plan Update

Alder Sanitary Sewer Pipe Rehabilitation (2013 Sewer Pipe Rehab CIPP)
2013 Sewerline Replacement Project

2015 Sewerline Replacement Project

Citywide CIPP Sewer Rehab Phase |

Lift Station #1 Basin & Flow Study

OVD Watermain Improvements (2003)

AWD Intertie and Reservoir Improvements

2011 Waterline Replacement Program

2012 Waterline Replacement Program

76th Ave W Waterline Extension with Lynnwood

Edmonds General Facilities Charge Study

PRV Station 11 and 12 Abandonment

2010 Waterline Replacement Program

Sewer, Water, Stormwater Revenue Requirements Update
Main Street Watermain

2012 Waterline Overlay Program

Pioneer Way Road Repair

2013 Waterline Replacement Program

224th Waterline Relocation (2013)

2014 Waterline Replacement Program

2015 Waterline Replacement Program

2016 Water Comp Plan Update

Sewer Outfall Groundwater Monitoring

Revised 1/8/2015

Project Engineering
Accounting Project
Number Number
c454 E4DB
c462 E4CD
i005 E7AC
c142 E3GB
c298 E8SGA
c301 E8GD
c304 E9GA
c347 E1GA
c369 E2GA
c390 E2GB
c398 E3GA
c441 E4GA
c456 E4GB
c461 E4GC
c141 E3JB
c324 EOIA
c333 E1JA
c340 E1JE
c344 E1JB
c345 E1JC
c346 E1JD
c363 EOJA
c370 E1GB
c375 E1JK
c388 E2CA
c389 E2CB
c397 E3JA
c418 E3JB
c422 E4JA
c440 E4JB
c460 E4JC
c446 E4HA
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AM-7376

City Council Meeting
Meeting Date: 01/13/2015
Time: Consent
Submitted By: Linda Hynd

Department: City Clerk's Office
Type: Action

4. C.

Subject Title

Acknowledge receipt of a Claim for Damages from Philip Christensen ($158.68).

Recommendation

Information

Acknowledge receipt of a Claim for Damages by minute entry.

Previous Council Action
N/A

Narrative

Philip Christensen

6606 227th Street SW
Mountlake Terrace, WA 98043
($158.68)

Christensen Claim for Damages

Attachments

Inbox Reviewed By
Mayor Dave Earling
Finalize for Agenda Scott Passey

Form Started By: Linda Hynd
Final Approval Date: 01/08/2015

Form Review

Date

01/07/2015 09:44 AM
01/08/2015 10:30 AM

Started On: 12/16/2014 12:20 PM
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RECEIVED

3206

DEC 15 2014 >A/@
CITY OF EDMONDS TRK
CLAIM FOR DAMAGES FORM EDMONDS CITY CL

m

Date Claim Form

zceived by City

Flaase falo note thiat QMLIP UL(L&MSW  who currently resides at_ 4ldle 2T S
MownHtele Tesfaee OB G043 _mailing address U0 22FT &7 sus Mowntele oo K

o> . home phone # @25)Te-T3S  work phone A28 175 - S¥03 and who resided at _ S3we acrun—
at the time of the occurrence and whose date of birth is flis (o2 . is claiming damages

against C{:H oQ W in the sum of $ 15%. Y arising out of the following circumstances listed below.

DATE OF OCCURRENCE; __ 'L-& - \t - TIME: 534 ~5.40 p—
LOGATION OF OCCURRENGE: | Spetnboon-d By 8 bothwun 2507 + 124Y ST w0 T

DESCRIPTION:

1. Describe the conduct and circumstance that brought about the injury or damage. Also describe the injury or damage.
oo Gorh wsrousd YWne Lo woale wher V) Stvuck e LG L

(0D o v Yu \avt oot Yo Y o The wapeet Caured X

L.l..l‘_} J:i,n)\.-)r Nee dawew . T W hre ftQ:{.L_U'Cd f-q,._()latev:"\u* .

(attach an extra sheet for additional information, if needed)

2, Provide a list of witnesses, if applicable, to the occurrence including names, addresses, and phone numbers.
None-

3. Attach copies of all documentation relating to expenses, injuries, losses, and/or estimates for repair.

4. Have you submitted a claim for damages to your insurance company? Yes x No

If s0, please provide the name of the insurance company:

and the policy #:

** ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REQUIRED FOR AUTOMOBILE CLAIMS ONLY * *

License Plate # QGQ Y\“‘)(‘l Driver License # CARISPEZBD N
Type Auto: ___ 2001 Mercad oo o
r) (make) (model)

DRIVER: mu_-p QO csteomsen~ OWNER: Sewme
Address: LLoe Z2P% &7 Swo Address:

NMowntobe Terrcw w8 QYR
Phone#: (:4*&'5’\ 218 -A<5UL u Phone#:
Passengers:
Name: N|er Name: » (A
Address: Address:
Fotm Revised 05/06/14 Page 1 of 2
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* *NOTE: THIS FORM MUST BE SIGNED AND NOTARIZED * *

I, Q\A“P C)A'L\% M . being first duly sworn, depose and say that | am the claimant for the above

described; that | have read the above claim, know the contents thereof and believe th to be true. | further acknowledge that any
information | provide as part of this claim may be considered a public record and may’be subjéct to disclosure pursuant to RCW 42.56.

x

X

Signature of Claimant(s)
State of Wa%wk
County of )

| certify that | know or have satisfactory evidence that ﬂ/bw af‘hwWIS the person who appeared before me, and said

person acknowledged that (he/she) signed this instrument and acknowledged it to be (his/her) free and voluntary act for the uses and
purposes mentioned in the instrument,

Dated IQ\’ 1?7 - ]rl’{/ ;
w () - A

Tk Lublic

Title
My appointment expires: /J 0 } 8

Please present the completed claim form to:  City Clerk's Office
City of Edmonds
121 5" Avenue North
Edmonds, WA, 98020
8:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.

Form Revised 05/06/14 Page 20f2
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FACTORY DIRECT TIRE SALES

Invoice #
78123

425-774-5131

22617 76TH AVENUE WEST

EDMONDS, WA 98026

1-800-822-2126

DATE
12-09-2014

WWW.FACTORYDIRECTTIRE.COM

dhkhkhkhkhkrhhkhkhhhhhhhkhbhhhhkhbhbhkhhhbhbhbhbhkhbhkhkhkhbhbhbhbhhhkhkhkhhkhkrhkhhhhkhkhkhhhhhhkhkkhhkhkhkdhdhhdhhhx

LNAME :CHRISTENSEN TAG:
FNAME:HEIDI / PHIL HPHONE:425-776-2355 YR: MAKE:
ADRES:6606 227TH ST SW WPHONE: MODEL:
CY/ST:MT LK TERR, WA ZIP:98043 MILEAGE:
TECH:JB MANAGER: JB PO NUMBER: MOTOR:
NOTES: MANUE': VIN:
PART# DESCRIPTION QTY PRICE DISC TOTAL
25343 225/45R17 94H BFG G FORCE SUPER SPORT
1.00 129.00 0 129.00
MB MOUNT AND BALANCE
1.00 15.00 0 15.00
VS VALVE STEM STANDARD
1.00 0.00 0 0.00
EDC ENVIRONMENTAL DISPOSAL CHARGE
1.00 0.00 0 0.00
TT TIRE TAX
1.00 1.00 0 1.00
FACTORY DIRECT TIRE SALES
22617 76TH AVE W
EDMONDS, WA 98026
(425) 774-5131
Merchant ID: 4487
Ref H: 600S
Sale
XRXKARKEXKXX3402
HAST Entry Hethod: Suiped
Total: § 19668
12414 17:42:4
Tnv #: 000069 for Code: 792147
Transaction 1D: 1209HDJ0SBCEH
feorvd: Online Batchi: 803413
Customerr Copy
THANK YOU!
I hereby authorize the above repair work to be done along with the necessary Parts 130.00
material and hereby grant you and/or your employees permission to operate Labor 15.00
the vehicle for the purposes of testing and inspection. An express mechanics Subtotal 145.00
lien is hereby acknowledged on above vehicle to secure the amount of repairs thereto. Edmonds 13.68
Exempt 0.00
Signature X Total 158.68
Mc/Visa 158.68

RESTOCKING CHARGE MAY APPLY,

NO RETURNS AFTER 30 DAYS, CREDIT ON BOOKS ONLY
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AM-7357 4.D

City Council Meeting

Meeting Date: 01/13/2015

Time: Consent

Submitted For: Phil Williams Submitted By: Kody McConnell

Department: Public Works
Type: Action

Information

Subject Title
Authorization for the Mayor to sign an Interlocal Agreement between the City of Lynnwood and the City
of Edmonds for joint funding of the Recycling Coordinator.

Recommendation

It is recommended that Council authorize the Mayor to sign the Interlocal Agreement between Lynnwood
and Edmonds to jointly fund the Recycling Coordinator position and implement their respective 2015 and
2016 Waste Prevention and Recycling Programs.

Previous Council Action

Since 1995, the Edmonds City Council and staff have agreed to pursue an interlocal cooperative
agreement with the City of Lynnwood to share resources in respect to their waste prevention and
recycling programs. The original interlocal agreement between the two municipalities was produced and
approved on March 28, 1995. A provision of the original agreement allows its extension upon mutual
consent of both the City of Edmonds and the City of Lynnwood and it has been renewed continually ever
since.

Narrative

The waste prevention, recycling, and conservation programs of the City of Edmonds includes providing
full-time education and outreach efforts on a wide variety of environmental issues including solid waste
handling, hazardous waste disposal, recycling maximization, water conservation, and state and regional
policy implementation coordination. The goal of these programs is to ensure the preservation of the
health of our community environment and the protection of local watersheds and waterways from
environmental pollution through proactive communication and the provision of many incidental and
related public services.

The attached updated interlocal cooperative agreement has been reviewed and approved by the City
Attorneys of both Edmonds and Lynnwood and covers the next biennial period through 2015 to the end of
2016.

This agreement estimates that the City of Lynnwood will provide approximately 28% of the funding of
the Recycling Coordinator position in return for a corresponding portion of time committed to assist in
the implementation of Lynnwood's parallel efforts at waste prevention, recycling, and conservation.
Considering the important interconnections of neighboring municipalities in operating these type of
programs, the joint return on investment for both partners offers an enhanced public value for the citizen
stakeholders of both communities.

Packet Page 84 of 586



This agreement is anticipated to be funded as follows:
2015 Budget Estimate

$21,805 Washington State Department of Ecology Grant
$16,860 City of Lynnwood

$60,250 Edmonds Water Utility Fund 421

2016 Budget Estimate

$21,805 Washington State Department of Ecology Grant
$16,860 City of Lynnwood

$60,250 Edmonds Water Utility Fund 421

This interlocal cooperative agreement is presently being moved through the approval process in the City
of Lynnwood in parallel with the City of Edmonds.

Fiscal Impact

Fiscal Year: 2015
Revenue: 37,945
Expenditure: 98,915

Fiscal Impact:

Estimated revenues are from State of Washington Department of Ecology grant funds and cost
reimbursements from the City of Lynnwood.

Estimated expenditures of $60,250 are from the City of Edmonds Water Utility Fund 421.

There is no fiscal impact on expenditures from the City of Edmonds General Fund.

Fiscal Year: 2016
Revenue: 37,945
Expenditure: 98,915

Fiscal Impact:

Estimated revenues are from State of Washington Department of Ecology grant funds and cost
reimbursements from the City of Lynnwood.

Estimated expenditures of $60,250 are from the City of Edmonds Water Utility Fund 421.

There is no fiscal impact on expenditures from the City of Edmonds General Fund.

Attachments

2015-2016 Interlocal Agreement

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Packet Page 85 of 586



Public Works (Originator)

City Clerk

Mayor

Finalize for Agenda

Form Started By: Kody McConnell
Final Approval Date: 12/29/2014

Phil Williams
Scott Passey
Dave Earling
Scott Passey

12/13/2014 11:09 AM
12/29/2014 07:06 AM
12/29/2014 08:32 AM
12/29/2014 08:33 AM
Started On: 12/10/2014 09:34 AM
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AN INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF LYNNWOOD
AND THE CITY OF EDMONDS FOR
JOINT FUNDING OF A RECYCLING COORDINATOR

THIS AGREEMENT (“Agreement”) between the City of Lynnwood (“Lynnwood”) and the City
of Edmonds (“Edmonds”), each a municipal corporation established under the laws of the State
of Washington, is dated this day of January 2015.

WHEREAS, Chapter 39.34 RCW (Interlocal Cooperation Act) permits local government units to
make the most efficient use of their powers by enabling them to cooperate with other localities
on the basis of mutual advantage; and

WHEREAS, Edmonds and Lynnwood each presently staff and operate a solid waste program
partially funded by a Department of Ecology grant; and

WHEREAS, the Department of Ecology has funds available to partially fund a continuation of
the program; and

WHEREAS both Edmonds and Lynnwood have partially funded their respective programs for
2015 and 2016, yet do not have full funding capability; and

WHEREAS, Edmonds and Lynnwood have concluded that it would be in their best interests for
Edmonds and Lynnwood to jointly fund their solid waste efforts as provided herein;

NOW, THEREFORE, the parties hereto agree as follows:

1. Edmonds employs Steve Fisher as Recycling Coordinator, and Lynnwood has approved
service provision by Mr. Fisher. Should the position of Recycling Coordinator become
vacant during the term of this Agreement, Edmonds shall employ a Recycling Coordinator
with appropriate qualifications. The selection of the replacement Recycling Coordinator
shall be subject to the approval of Lynnwood, which shall not be unreasonably withheld.

2. The Recycling Coordinator shall provide Edmonds and Lynnwood with a recycling program
during 2015 and 2016 to provide for the activities and services described in Exhibit A, which
is incorporated herein by reference.

3. The Edmonds Recycling Coordinator will document actual activities and contacts in meeting
the requirements of the Lynnwood recycling program, and will provide verification of time
spent on Lynnwood activities, prior to or at the time of submission of any invoice by
Edmonds to Lynnwood for payment under Paragraph 4, below.

4. For services provided by the Recycling Coordinator, Lynnwood will reimburse Edmonds an
amount not to exceed $26,000.00 in the year 2015 and $29,000.00 in the year 2016.
Reimbursement shall be paid quarterly at a rate of $61.24 per hour in the year 2015 and
$62.46 per hour in the year 2016, plus Lynnwood’s fair share of direct charges of labor,
benefits, and material costs, without the inclusion of overhead or general administrative
charges, incurred in administering the Lynnwood recycling program. Edmonds shall notify

-1-
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Lynnwood when Edmonds has been reimbursed $20,000.00 in either year at which time the
parties shall meet to determine whether to amend the Agreement to provide for further work
and compensation.

This Agreement shall be effective as of January 1, 2015 and will expire December 31, 2016.
This Agreement may be extended by mutual written agreement of both parties and upon
specific approval of the respective recycling programs for future budget years.

This Agreement may be terminated by either party upon sixty (60) days’ notice.
Reconciliation of costs, payment, transfer of developed materials, and a current report of
completed activities will be completed within the sixty (60) day period following notice by
either party.

Lynnwood agrees to indemnify and hold harmless the City of Edmonds from any claims
arising as a result of the administration of Lynnwood’s program under this Agreement.
Lynnwood and Edmonds shall each be responsible for any and all liability resulting from any
acts or omissions resulting from its own negligent and/or wrongful acts or omissions, and
those of its own agents, employees, contractors, or officials, as the same shall be determined
under the laws of the State of Washington or a mutually approved settlement agreement.

This Agreement incorporates the entire understanding between Edmonds and Lynnwood
regarding the subject matter of this Agreement. This Agreement may only be modified in a
writing signed by the parties hereto. It shall be filed with the Department of Ecology and the
Snohomish County Auditor as required by law.

In addition to the provisions previously stated regarding duration, organization and purpose,
the following provisions are included pursuant to the requirements of RCW 39.34.030:

9.1 No joint or cooperative undertaking is required by this Agreement.
Therefore, no provision is made for the financing of any joint or cooperative
undertaking.

9.2 No joint property ownership is contemplated under the terms of this
Agreement. To the extent title to the right of way exists, it shall remain in the
ownership of the party which acquires it. In the event, at the termination of this
Agreement, any personal property is jointly owned by the parties, either party
may purchase the interest of the other, with the other party’s permission, at fair
market value, as such value is determined by the parties. In the event that neither
party wishes to retain jointly obtained property, it shall be surplussed and the
proceeds divided pro-rata based upon the party’s initial contribution to the
purchase of such property. If both parties seek ownership of the property, value
shall be determined as herein provided and the right of the parties to purchase the
property or properties determined by the drawing of lots.

9.3 Because no joint or cooperative undertaking is contemplated by this
Agreement, no provision has been made for an administrator or joint board.
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9.4  This Agreement shall be effective when listed by subject on the City of
Edmonds’ web site, Lynnwood’s web site or another electronically retrievable
public source, whichever shall first occur.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this agreement as of this

day of

CITY OF LYNNWOOD

Nicola Smith, Mayor

ATTEST

Art Ceniza, Interim Finance Director

APPROVED AS TO FORM

Rosemary Larson, City Attorney

, 2015.

CITY OF EDMONDS

Dave Earling, Mayor

ATTEST

Scott Passey, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM

Sharon Cates, Office of the City Attorney
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EXHIBIT A

Waste Reduction and Recycling Programs
Cities of Edmonds and Lynnwood

CONTINUED PUBLIC EDUCATIONAL MESSAGES & OUTREACH:

City Newsletter articles.

Program information section for city Internet web sites.

Presentations and assistance to schools and businesses.

Educational outreach, plus providing recycling/compost collection at local public events.
Maintain Recycle Cart (Edmonds) and Recycle/Compost information racks (Lynnwood).
Distribution of brochures and flyers, and creation of educational displays.

Publicity, coordination and assistance with local scout troops with Christmas tree recycling.

ASSISTANCE to MULTI-FAMILY PROPERTIES with RECYCLING EFFORTS:
Continues to supply information and assistance to managers and tenants.

Expansion of available recycling to non-participating properties.

Contamination issues, illegal dumping, Christmas tree collection, multi-lingual information.

EXPANSION & MAINTENANCE of SINGLE-FAMILY RECYCLING PROGRAMS:

Cooperation with the municipal waste collection companies in identifying non-customers for use in a campaign to
increase single family participation.

Publicity, information and management for special recycling collection and clean-up events.

ASSISTANCE to the COMMERCIAL SECTOR with WASTE PREVENTION & RECYCLING EFFORTS
and SOLID WASTE ISSUES & MANAGEMENT:

Contacts, site visits, waste assessments to retail/office/manufacturers/schools/institutions.

Presentations of options and opportunities for businesses such as construction and demolition debris recycling,
material exchanges and reuse opportunities, and issues affecting water quality.

Continuation of support and maintenance of the Compost Collection Project — involving collecting organics from
restaurants and other food service businesses.

Small Quantity Generator educational outreach (special & hazardous wastes).

CONTINUED CITY IN-HOUSE WASTE PREVENTION & RECYCLING PROGRAM:
Keep employees updated on recycling information and opportunities.

Expand and evaluate recycling, reuse, and solid waste generation and disposal.

Coordinate proper recycling of unwanted electronics, cell phones, batteries, and printer cartridges.

ADMINISTRATIVE DUTIES:

Grant administration: Quarterly and final reports for Department of Ecology.

Program evaluation and ordinance research and writing.

Continuation as part of development Services review, specifically for proposed new and remodeled commercial and
multi-family properties to help site enclosures and containers for garbage and recycling.

Continued liaison with the municipal solid waste collection companies.

CONTINUED LIAISON with COUNTY SOLID WASTE DEPARTMENT:
Meetings and assistance with County programs:

-Household Hazardous Waste Drop-Off Station.

-County solid waste and recycling facilities.

-Used oil, oil filters, and antifreeze collection sites.

-“Take It Back” Network for proper electronics recycling.

Representative on Solid Waste Advisory Committee (SWAC) (Edmonds)
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AM-7387 4. E

City Council Meeting

Meeting Date: 01/13/2015

Time: Consent

Submitted For: Dave Earling Submitted By: Carolyn LaFave

Department: Mayor's Office
Type: Action

Information

Subject Title
Confirmation of Municipal Court Judge Linda Coburn.

Recommendation

Council confirm the Mayor's appointment of Linda Coburn as the City's Municipal Court Judge, term
starting January 12, 2015.

Previous Council Action

Municipal Court Judge appointments are subject to Council approval per EMC 2.15.030. A Resolution of
the City Council expressing intent to confirm the Mayor's appointment of Linda Coburn as the City's
Municipal Court Judge was passed at the December 16, 2014 City Council Meeting.

Narrative

The current Municipal Court Judge (the Honorable Judge Doug Fair) will be leaving Edmonds to serve in
another elected Judge position in another jurisdiction at the beginning of January 2015. His last day at the
City will be 1/11/15. The current term he is serving under started on 1/1/14 and will not end until
12/31/17.

The City sent out a Request For Qualifications (RFQ) for a Municipal Court Judge in November 2014 to
fill the unexpired portion of the Municipal Court Judge term with the impending vacancy. There were
five qualified candidates interviewed. The interview panel was comprised of retired judges and a
member of the community (the Honorable Judge Joseph Thibodeau -retired Supreme Court Judge), the
Honorable Judge Stephen J. Dwyer (Washington State Court of Appeals Judge) and Mark Ericks (Deputy
Executive Director for Snohomish County and former Bothell Police Chief) with HR present as well.

Following the interview panel process, the interview panel recommended 3 candidates for a second
interview with the Mayor.

After those interviews, the Mayor determined that Linda Coburn is the candidate that he intends to
appoint to the Municipal Court Judge position, subject to the successful completion of a background

check, reference check, credit history check and educational history check.

On December 16, 2014 this candidate was brought forward in order for Council to adopt a resolution of
intent to confirm.

Ms. Coburn is an Edmonds resident who received her Juris Doctorate in Law (Cum Laude) from Seattle
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University in 2005. She also has an MS in Journalism from Ohio University and BA in Communications
from the University of Washington. She has an extensive background in law and has been a practicing
attorney since 2005. Linda is currently a Public Defender with the Snohomish County Public Defender
Association and has also served Pro-Tem Judge with the City of Edmonds. She is a member of the
Washington State Bar Association, the Snohomish County Bar Association, the Washington Defender
Association, the Washington Association of Criminal Defense Lawyers and the Asian Bar Association.

Following EMC 2.15.030, a Resolution was brought forward and adopted at the December 16, 2014
council meeting expressing the Council's intent to confirm the Mayor's appointment of Linda Coburn as

the Municipal Court Judge.

Attachments
Coburn application
Res 1327

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Human Resources Scott Passey 01/09/2015 08:55 AM
City Clerk Scott Passey 01/09/2015 08:56 AM
Mayor Dave Earling 01/09/2015 09:50 AM
Finalize for Agenda Scott Passey 01/09/2015 09:53 AM

Form Started By: Carolyn LaFave
Final Approval Date: 01/09/2015

Started On: 12/29/2014 02:10 PM
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Linda W.Y. Coburn

Candidate for Edmonds
Municipal Court Judge

Judges

Washington State Supreme Court:

The Hon. Charles W. Johnson
The Hon. Mary I. Yu

Washington State Court of Appeals:
The Hon. J. Rop_er"’g Leach — Division One
Snohomish County Superior Court:

The Hon. George Bowden
The Hon. Anita Farris
The Hon. Mary Beth Dingledy
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Linda W.Y. Coburn for Judge

The Hon. Ellen Fair
Commissioner Susan Gaer
The Hon. Millie Judge

The Hon. Linda Krese

The Hon. David Kurtz

The Hon. Eric Z. Lucas

The Hon. Richard T. Okrent
The Hon. Bruce Weiss

The Hon. Joseph P. Wilson
The Hon. Thomas Wynne

District/Municipal Court Judges:

The Hon. Roger Fisher — Everett District Court

The Hon. Beth Fraser — South District Court

The Hon. Michelle Gehlsen — Bothell Municipal Court

The Hon. Anne Harper — King County District Court,
West Division Presiding

The Hon. Anthony Howard — Everett District Court,
judge elect; current commissioner at Cascade
District Court

The Hon. C. Kimi Kondo — Seattle Municipal Court

Pro-Tem Judge Marcus Naylor — King County District
Court

Pro-Tem Judge Annette Messitt
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Linda W.Y. Coburn for Judge

Community Leaders/Contributors

Sara Bhagat — Attorney Administrator, Snohomish County
Office of Public Defense

Jennifer Cooper — Edmonds Community College, Adjunct
Professor in ABA Approved Paralegal Program

G. Douglas Ferguson — Past Member and Chair of Rules of
Professional Conduct Committee and past chair of
Disciplinary Board for the Washington State Bar
Association; past member and vice-chair of
Washington State Judicial Conduct Commission

Gary Haakensen — Executive Director of Snohomish
County, former Edmonds Mayor, former Edmonds
City Councilman

Laura Hall — former Edmonds Mayor

Harve H. Harrison — former Edmonds Mayor, former
Edmonds City Councilman

Herb & Joy Hamilton — long-time Edmonds music
instructors

Brett Herzer — former Pacific Little League Coach
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Linda W.Y. Coburn for Judge

William Jaquette — Director, Snohomish County Public
Defender Association

David Ko — Past President of the Korean Bar Association

Kathleen Kyle — Assistant Director, Snohomish County
Public Defender Association

Robby London — Emmy Award winner, former columnist
for Kidscreen Magazine and Animation Magazine;
former member of the Writers Guild of America, and
the Academy of Television Arts and Sciences

Karen Miller — Former Snohomish County Council
Member; Current Board Member, Snohomish
County Public Defender Association

Carol K. Nelson — Named to U.S Banker magazine’s “25
Most Powerful Women and Women to Watch in
Banking” across the nation for five consecutive
years; Executive of the Year, Everett Chamber of
Commerce and Snohomish County Business Journal;
Women of Influence Award, Puget Sound Business
Journal; Best in Industry and Founders’ awards,
United Way of Snohomish County
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Linda W.Y. Coburn for Judge

Vickie K. Norris — President of the Board of the
Snohomish County Public Defender Association,
member of American College of Trial Lawyers, past
member of Board of Governors for the Washington
State Bar Association, former President of the
Washington Chapter of the American Board of Trial
Advocates

Jennifer Rancourt — President, Snohomish County Bar
Association

Jeff Sakoi — Past President of Asian Bar Association of
Washington

David Schaefer — Board member of the Edmonds Center
for the Arts, Edmonds Chamber of Commerce and
Edmonds Citizens for Schools

William Steffener — Past President, Snohomish County
Bar Association

Julie Stroncek — Edmonds School District Athletic Director

Alex Tizon — Pulitzer Prize Winning Author and journalism
professor
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Linda W.Y. Coburn for Judge

Paul Thompson — Supervisor, Snohomish County Public
Defender Association

Janette Turner — Edmonds Writer

Mac Van Hosen — referee, Snohomish County Board of
Volleyball Officials

Law Enforcement

Ken Anstett — 24 %2 years

Doug Compton — 22 )2 years

Alonza Downing — 18 years

Alexis Hayes — 25 years, retired Omaha Chief of Police
Stuart Nicholas — 22 years

Det. Danny Rabelos -- over 15 years

Shelle Singer — 15 years

Randall Williams — 12 years

Court Certified Interpreters

Maria Dopps
Iratxe Cardwell
Eduardo Zaldibar

Attorneys

Andrew Alsdorf Jeremy Bartels
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Jennifer Bartlett
Jesse Blaisdell
Kelly Canary
Annika Carlsten
Bridget Casey
Van Chu

Derek Conom
Jenna Crough
Mark Cunningham
Haley DeBell
Rachel Forde
Emily Fountain
Rachelle Francis
Kathryn Fraser
Neal Friedman
Moses Garcia
Tim Geraghty
Anna Goykhman
Robert Grant
Lorne Grier
Emily Hancock
Sonja Hardenbrook
Craig Hay
Demetri Heliotis
Bob Hendrix

Linda W.Y. Coburn for Judge

Emily Hiskes
Amy Kaestner
Patrick Keefe
Jeff Kradel
James Lobsenz
Cassandra Lopez de
Arriaga
Caroline Mann
Jonathan Mark
Laura Martin
Rachel Mathisen
Maureen McKeeman
Jennifer Mcintyre
Tiffany Mecca
Fred Moll
Martin Mooney
Elizabeth Mustin
Robert O’Neal
Amalachi Okoro
Peter Palubicki
Gurjit Pandher
Braden Pence
Sheri Pewitt
Whitnhey Rivera
Christine Sanders
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Jason Schwarz

Jon Scott

Christopher Sedgewick
Sarah Silbovitz
Jennifer Symmes

Linda W.Y. Coburn for Judge

Natalie Tarantino
Cassie Trueblood
Whitney Rivera
Donald Wackerman
Jason Weiss
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City of Edmonds
MUNICIPAL COURT
JUDICIAL EVALUATION QUESTIONNAIRE

Adopted from the Washington Staiz Governor’s Office Uniform Judicial Evaluation Questionnaire

" Personal Information = - -

Coburn Linda Wang-Yi 36902
Last Name First Name Middle MName WSBA Bar Number

Snohomish County Public Defender Association
Business Name
2722 Colby Avenue, Suite 200

Sireet or P.O. Box
Everett WA 98201

City State Zip

2 Business Address:

U

Business Phone No. 425-330.
After-hours/direct dial:

Icoburn@snocopda.org

Work e-mail address

Home Address:

(W)

Home Phone No.
Mobile Phone No.:

Home e-mail address

e St — " Prior Evaluation/Application History . - -
Please "fate the date of ail other judicial evaluations you sought, bar polh Vou part1c1pat\,d in, ancl
appointment applications you submitted. Please specify whether you sought appointment or election for
each, from whom the evaluation was sought, the position sought, and the cutcome.

w o

This is the first ime [ have sought a judicial seaf. I have not previously sought judicial
evaluations.

" Professional History.
shington: 2005

7. Employment History (starting with the most current):

a. Start Date:  2006-2007; 7ﬂ09 - End Date: present
Organization: _Snohomish County Public Defender Association

Address: 2722 Colby Avenue, Suite 200, Everett, WA 98201-3527
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Judicial Evaluation Questionnaire
City of Edmonds Municipal Court

Phone No..  425-339-6300 x 205
Position/Title: ___ Attorney - felony unit

Supervisor: __ Kathleen Kyle; Bill Jaquette

Nature of Practice (including frequency of court appearances):

| have appeared in court cn average 3-5 times a week while managing a full case load (150 cases per year in
felonies; 450 cases per year in misdemeanors). In addition to handling pleas, motions and trials, | have covered a
variety of calendars (arraignments, probation violations, probable cause hearings, reviews, fugitive matters, first
appearances). | often took on supervisory/training responsibilities of Rule 9 interns. *1 left the office to clerk at the
Court of Appeals with the intent/plan to return to this office.

b. Start Date: __June 2014 End Date: current
Organization: __ Edmonds Municipal Court

Address:___ 250 5th Ave. N., Edmonds, WA 98020
Phone No.:.__ 425-771-0210

Position/Title: Pro Tem Judge

Supervisor: __contact person: Joan Ferebee

Nature of Practice (including frequency of court appearances): o o
My full time job represeniing clients arid appearing in court regularly limits my availability to pro tem. However,

the times that | have had the privilege to preside in Edmonds Municipal Court ailowed me to preside over a
variety of calendars (warrant returns, arraignments, reviews, readiness, mitigation hearings, contested hearings,

5

pleas and sentencings).

Reason for leaving: N/A

c¢. Start Date: Fall 2008 End Date: current
Organization: ' i nty Board of Volleyball Officials
Address:

Phone No.:
Position/Title:

ertified Referee

Supervisor: - assigner
Nature of Practice (including frequency of court appearances):
eferee hi tches i i
Reason for leaving: N/A
d. Start Date: __ fall 2007 End Date: fall 2008 v

Organization: Washmgggm State Court of Appeals Izjgfign [ -
Address: One Union Square, 600 University St., Seattle, WA 98101-1176

Phone No.:___ 206-464-7658

Position/Title: __law clerk

Supervisor: __ The Hon. Stephen J. Dwyer

Nature of Practice (including frequency of court appearances):

Conducted legal research. Fact-checked submitted briefs with discovery. Wrote advisory opinions
for deciding panel of judges. Drafted court rulings/opinions (both published and non-published).
Performed bailiff duties as needed during oral argument hearings.

Reason for leaving: Position was designated as a one-year slot.
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Judicial Evaluation Questionnaire
City of Edmonds Municipal Court

e. Start Date: _january 2006 End Date: __ April 2006
Organization: __ Snohmish County Superior Court
Address: 3000 Rockefeller Ave., Everett, WA 98201

Phone No.: _425-388-3466

Position;/ Title: _iaw clerk/bailitf

Supervisor: __The Hon. George N. Bowden

Nature of Practice (including frequency of court appearances):

Conducted legal research. Wrote advisory memos on civil motions/issues before the court.
Scheduled hearings. Managed jurors. Managed Drug Court files.

Reason for leaving:
Judge Bowden obtained my resume and asked me to interview for this position. | disclosed that | was

hoping to get hired at the Public Defenders and could not accept the job offer if it meant having to commit
tot he position for a year or more. Judge Bowden was gracious enough to offer me the job and allow me to
continue to pursue a position with the public defenders. | was fortunate enough to experience both a civil
and criminal rotation with Judge Bowden before getting hired at the Public Defenders in April of 2006.

f Start Date: _Fall 2005 End Date: Fall 2005
Organization: __ oeattle University School of Law

Address: 1215 E. Columbia St., Seattle, WA 98122
Phone No.:  206-398-4000

Position/Title: adjunct faculty
Supervisor: __Professor Laurel Oates (I think?)

Nature of Practice (including frequency of court appearances):
I coached one of the school's appellate mock trial team through regionals and nationals. The
team won regionals and placed second at nationals. They also won best brief at Nationals.

Reason for leaving: __temporary position

g. Start Date: _SPring 2005 End Date: Spring 2005

Organization: _ Ronald A. Peterson Law Clinic, Seattle University School of Law
Address: 1215 E. Columbia, Seattle, WA 98122-4340

Phone No.:__206-398-4130

Position/Title: _ Rule 9 Intern
Supervisor: _Prof. Paul Holland (now Associate Dean of Academic Affairs)

Nature of Practice (including frequency of court appearances):

Provided legal advice to client who could have faced criminal charges: advocated for another
client in rei%'fion o potential civil action on her access to education.

Reascn for leaving: _ clinic was a program through the law school where students could earn credi; |
completed the class and graduated.

Please continue, if necessary, on a separate piece of paper in the above format as needed.

(V5]

Packet Page 103 of 586



Judicial Evaluation Questionnaire
City of Edmonds Municipal Court

h. Start Date: Summer 2004 End Date: summer 2004
Organization: _Northwest Defenders Association
Address: 1109 1st Ave. #300. Seattle. WA 98101
Phone No.: 20R8-674-4700
Position/Title: Rule 9 Intern
Supervisor: _Justin F. Wolfe/Marcus Naylor
Nature of Practice (including frequency of court appearances):
regularly appeared in Seattle Municipal Court (readiness calendar,

trial call. trials. review hearings)

Reason for leaving: _femporary position - summer internship

i. Start Date: summer 2003 End Date:  summer 2003
Organization: TeamChild

Address:

Phone No.:

Position/Title: __ [egal intern
Supervisor: _ Hillary Behrman/Anne Lee
Nature of Practice (including frequency of court appearances):
conducted legal research for attorneys; observed administrative hearings

Reason for leaving: _temporary - summer internship
j. Start Date: 1989 End Date: 2002
Organization:

_The Seaitle Times C
Address: 1000 Denny Way, Seattle, WA 98109

Phone No.:  206-464-211 1
Position/Title: ; ;
Supervisor: _Carole Carmichael. Cyndi Nash. Jerry Larqe Arlene Bryant, John de Leon, Lee Moriwaki . . .
Nature of Practice (including frequency of court appearances):

reporter (sports, local government, k-12 education); edifor (local news for Sunday paper: real estate; home &

_garden): manager (Seatile Times Publications. Inc.. included a nantional-award-winning teen monthly. mirror);
_co-director of the Urban Newspaper Workshap for minority high schoo!l students

Reason for leaving: __ |eft to attend law school

k. Start Date: Summer 1988 End Date: Summer1988

Organization: Reston Regional Library

Address: 11925 Bowman Towne Dr., Reston, VA 20190

Phone No.: 703-689-2700

Position/Title: library staff

Supervisor: can't remember her name

Nature of Practice: customer service (checked materials in and out); restacked library books; repaired books

. Start Date: Summer 1988 end Date: Summer 1988
Organization: United State Marine Corps
Address: 1555 S. Southgate Rd., Arlington, VA 22214
Phone: 703-545-6700
Position/Title: summer intern
Supervisor: Lt. Col. John M. Shotwel; Nature of Practice: worked on Marines magazine (design/iayout/reporter)

4
Please continue, if necessary, on a separate piece of paper in the above format as needed.
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Judicial Evaluation Questionnaire
City of Edmonds Municipal Court

Please list all other courts and jurisdictions in which you have been admitted to practice law and the dates of
admission. Please provide the same information for administrative bodies having special admission
requirements.

All State and municipal courts in the State of Washington.

Please list all bar associations and professional societies of which you are a member and give the titles and
dates of any offices that you have held in such groups.

Washington State Bar Association Washington Association of Criminal Defense Lawyers
Snohomish County Bar Association i iation

Washington Defender Associa
Asian Bar Association of Washington  Snohomish County Board of Volleyball Officials

Are you in good standing in every bar association of which you are a member? Yes/No. If you answered
“no”, please explain.

Yes

If you have ever been a judge, please identify any court committees on which you have served or
administrative positions you have held. Please state the dates of service for each.

Pro Tem Judge - Edmonds Municipal Court - 2014 -

Mock Judge f | M : o Edalwrta :

o
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14.

Judicial Evaluation Questionnaire
City of Edmonds Municipal Court

Please list up to five of your most significant professional accomplishments. (If applicable, please provide

the case and court name and the citation if a case was reported and copy of the opinion.)

1) | worked my way from being an intern at The Seattle Times to becoming a manager and

an editor, responsible for content, staff, operations and budget. 2) As manager of a subsidiary of The
Seattle Times Co., | also was managing editor of an independent teen monthly that won several national
awards. 3) Adapting my journalism skills into a successful second career as an attorney while still
serving the public. 4) Each time | ensure that my indigent clients are not forgotten and are treated fairly
in the criminal justice system is an accomplishment. 5) Finding success while dedicating my life to public

service.
Please summarize up to four of the most significant matters that you participated in as an advocate. Please

include the dates of your participation and the reason each was significant to you. Please provide the citation
if a case was reported. If you have been a judge, please include some cases that have been tried before you.

1) As second chair on a case where my client faced two counts of Murder in the First

Degree, | successfully worked with lead counsel to persuade the court to sever the counts for trial. 2) |
directed a thorough investigation that allowed me to persuade the supervisor of the special assault unit to
dismiss a charge of Assault of a Child Ill. 3) Despite having a defendant who had significant criminal
history and allegations that involved a substantial amount of controlled substances, | successfully
persuaded the court to recognize that the search and arrest of my client violated his constitutional rights.
4) After convincing the State to reduce a felony charge down to a gross misdemeanor, | conducted a 3-
day restitution hearing complete with multiple witness testimony and successfully persuaded the court to
reject the victim's claim of more than $30,000 of restitution and reward her what was appropriate under the
law - nothing.

3 Educational Backgroami s -
Please hst all undergraduate and graduate (non-law school) colleges and universities attended years of
attendance, degree awarded and reason for leaving if no degree was awarded.

Qhio University 1986 - 1988 M.S. Journalism
College/University Dates of Attendance Degree

University of Washington 1982 - 1986 B.A. Communications
College/University Dates of Attendance Degree

Radcliffe Publishing Procedures Course, Harvard University - summer 1986

Please list all law schools attended, years of attendance, degree awarded and reason for leaving if no degree
was awarded.

Seattle University 2002 - 2005 J.D.

Law School Dates of Attendance Degree

Law School Dates of Attendance Degree
6
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16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

Judicial Evaluation Questionnaire
City of Edmonds Municipal Court

S ' Professional Experience
Please summarize, briefly, the general nature of your current law practice.
As a member of the felony unit, | managed 150 cases a year while still recognizing substantive issues, writing
motions and trying cases. | also invested the work and time necessary to present mitigating factors that would
support a sentence below the standard range. | am currently in charge of all in-custody expedited clients. Meet with
clients in the jail daily, review discovery, convey expedited offers to clients, advise clients of their options, negotiate
with the prosecutor's office on behalf of clients.

If you are in a practice, please describe your typical clients and any areas of special emphasis within your
practice.

As a public defender, | represent the indigent. In addition to the challenges that come with being poor, many of my
clients also suffer from mental health issues and developmental issues, lack of quality education, and very little
support from family or friends. | deal on a daily basis clients who face the challenges of alcoholism and substance
abuse. Many, if not most, of my clients are homeless with little access to services. Through the assistance of a
social worker in our office, | often try to help clients find the way to services and programs that could benefit clients
in the resolution of their criminal matter.

If your present law practice is different from any previous practice, please describe the earlier practice,
including the nature of your typical clients and any area of special emphasis within your practice.
N/A

Within the last five years, did you appear in trial court:

megularly [T] Occasionally [] Infrequently
Within the last five years, did you prepare appellate briefs and appear before appellate courts:

[] Regularly [] Occasionally [jl:ﬁ'equently
Within the last five years, how often did you appear in the court for which you are applying:

] Regularly ] Occasionally Mﬁ’equently

Career Experience

(a)  What percentage of your appearances in the last five years was in:

(1)  Federal appellate courts %
(2)  Federal trial courts %
(3)  State appellate courts %o
(4)  State trial courts 90 %
(5) Municipal courts %
(6)  District courts 0 %
(7)  Administrative tribunals %
(8)  Tribal courts %
(9) Other %

TOTAL 100%

7
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Judicial Evaluation Questionnaire
City of Edmonds Municipal Court

(b)  What percentage of your practice in the last five years was:

(1)  Civil litigation %
(excl. family law) 100

(2)  Criminal litigation %

(3) Family law litigation %

(4) Non-litigation %o
TOTAL 100%

(c¢)  What percentage of your trials in the last five years were:

(1)  Jury trials 100 o
(2)  Non-jury trials %
TOTAL 100%

(d)  Briefly describe no more than five significant litigation matters that you directly handled as the sole
counsel. For each, please provide the name and telephone number of opposing counsel, the name of
the judge or other judicial officer, and the citation (if applicable).

Matter Description Opposing Counsel Judge
Sanjurjo-Bloom, Kristopher Trial (multiple counts)  Randy Yates, 425-388-3333 Bruce J. Weliss
Peter Barton Negotiated Plea Kathy Jo Blake, 425-388-3333 Joseph P. Wilson
Gilbert Campbell Trial Robert Grant, 425-338-3333 Thomas J. Wynne

Robert Millard Trial Robert Grant/Scott Halloran, 425-338-3333  Millie M. Judge

Todd Norris Restitution Hearing Randy Yates, 425-388-3333 David A. Kurtz

8
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Judicial Evaluation Questionnaire
City of Edmonds Municipal Court

23.  Please briefly describe any legal non-litigation experience that you feel enhances your qualifications to serve
as a judge.
Having the privilege to clerk for the Honorable Stephen J. Dwyer at the Court of Appeals was an invaluable
experience. It allowed me to study the application of the law in both civil and criminal cases from the position
of a neutral third party. What better way to learn both what to do and not to do as a trial judge than to examine
cases on appeal. A judge's ability to make correct rulings plays a vital role in avoiding appeals that are costly for
all parties, including the possibility of an expensive retrial. My experience at the Court of Appeals definitely
enhances my qualifications to serve as a judge.

24.  Ifyou are now an officer or director of any business organization or otherwise engaged in the management of
any business enterprises, please provide the following: the name of the enterprise, the nature of the business,
the title of your position, the nature of your duties, and the term of your service. If you are appointed and do
not intend to resign such position(s), please state this below along with your reasons for not resigning.

N/A

25.  Please list all chairmanships of major committees in bar associations and professional societies and
memberships on any committees that you have held and believe to be of particular significance.

N/A

_Judicial Interest and Experience

26. In 50 words or less, please describe why you should be appointed/elected and are seeking a judicial position.

| have demonstrated my dedication to public service. | welcome the role of being a neutral decision-maker, a role | have
filled in other aspects of my life. | sincerely love the City of Edmonds. It is my home. | have raised my family here. | care
about the quality of my local court. What better way to ensure that my court is the best it can be than by stepping up to that
chailenge myself. Having practiced law on a daily basis for many years in muitiple courts has given me insight as to good
and bad court management. | bring years of practical experience from the trenches in district and superior courts, as well as
insights from my time at the Court of Appeals. My maturity and life experience in a career outside of law gives me
perspective. | come with trained and developed skills as a manager of people and budgets. | am ready to serve.

27.  In 50 words or less, please describe your judicial philosophy.

Judicial rulings affect people's lives in many ways. Decisions should be made with compassion, but also be clear, firm and
practical. Never be afraid to take the time to get it right. Be prepared. Recognize that everyone has a right to be heard and
respected. Ensure everyone has access to justice. It is up to the judge to maintain order in the courtroom and ensure decorum.
Understand the role of the judicial branch and how it intersects with the executive and legislative branches of government. Hold
people accountabie for their actions. Remember that while the hustle and bustle of court may be repetitive and routine for those
who work in it every day, for cthers, it may be the one and oniy time their life intersects with the wheels of justice.
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28.

Judicial Evaluation Questionnaire
City of Edmonds Municipal Court

Have you ever held a judicial office or have you ever been a candidate for such office?
Yes/No. If you answered “yes”, please provide details, including the courts involved, whether elected or

appointed, and the periods of your service.

No.

Have you ever held public office other than a judicial office, or have you ever been a candidate for such an
office? Yes/No. If you answered “yes™, please provide details, including the offices involved, whether
elected or appointed, and the length of your service.

No

Please briefly identify all of your experience as a neutral decision-maker (e.g. judge (permanent or pro tem)
in any jurisdiction, administrative law judge, arbitrator, hearing officer, etc.). Give courts, approximate dates,
and attorneys who appeared before you.

As a judge pro tem in Edmonds Municipal Court in 2014 (6/16; 7/31; 10/29), While my full-time job has limited my
availability to pro tem, | have managed to preside over a variety of calendars including reviews, arraignments,
readiness, contested hearings and mitigation hearings. ! have had to consider bail requests, requests for no
contact orders, and requests for an alternative sentencing. | have taken pleas and imposed sentences. | was
prepared to hear a civil abatement hearing. However, after the City made an offer of proof that the appellant had
been persaonally served with the notice to abate, the parties’ agreed to continue the motion to give the appellant
more time to prepare. Attorneys who appeared before me include: Rachel Hunter, Patrick Feldman, Mark Garka,
John Rongerude, Marke Schnackenberg, Gregory Schwesinger.

| have had more than 25 years experience as a neutral decision-maker in a non-law capacity (referee).

‘Community and Civic Activities

Please llst your commumty and civic activities, including dates and leadershlp roles held, over the last 10

years.

Referee, Snohomish County Board of Volleyball Officials (2008 - present)

Umpire, Pacific Little League (2002-20087?)

Umpire. Northwest Baseball Umpires Association (2007-2008)

Manager of Adult Women's Volleybail team, Vintage (2009 - present)

Volunteer volleyball coach Madrona K-8 School (2004, 2005)

Parent volunteer Space Needle Volleyball Club (2007, 2008)

Parent volunteer Cascade Volleyball Club (2006)

Women's volleyball league organizer, Architects and Engineers Volleyball League (2009 ?)
Classroom volunteer, Madrona K-8 school (1998 - 2002)

Volunteer judge, Seattle University Law School (2006 - present)

Volunteer judge, YMCA Mock Trial (2012, 2013, 2014)
Volunteer team referee, United States Volleyball Association, Master's Volleyball Tournaments (1982 -

10
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37.

Judicial Evaluation Questionnaire
City of Edmonds Municipal Court

Discipline and Disputes . A%
Have you ever been held, arrested, charged or convicted by federal, state, or other law enforcement
authorities for violation of any federal law, state law, county or municipal law, regulation or ordinance?
Yes/No. If you answered “yes”, please provide details. (Do not include traffic violations for which a fine of
$150.00 or less was imposed.) Please feel free to provide your view of how it bears on your present fitness
for judicial office.

Has a client ever made a claim or suit against you for malpractice? Yes/No. If you answered “yes”, please

provide details and the current status of the claim and/or suit.
No.

Please describe your direct experience. if any, with domestic violence and sexual harassment.
My mother was a victim of domestic viclence in a situation where the defendant made harassing phone calls

and sent harassing/embarrassing mail to out of state family members, including myself. | have been the victim
of sexual harassment from clients | have been appointed to represent. | have represented many clients who
have either been accused of domestic violence or been a victim of domestic violence. This experience helped
me develop client management skills which can carry over to courtroom management skills.

Have you been a party in interest, witness, or consultant in any legal proceeding? Yes/No.

If you answered “yes”, please provide details. Do not list proceedings in which you were merely a guardian
ad litem or stakeholder.

Yes. 1) | was a victim/witness many years ago when | was volunteering to teach a writing program to middle school students
through a pragram called Coyote Junior High. During one of our weekend classes in the Central District in Seattle, a man who
appeared under the influence barged into our building, screamed at my students and refused to let them get up from their
seats. Police were called and the person was prosecuted. 2) | testified in a district court trial to impeach a witness; 3) | testified
in superior court in a hearing related to Dept. of Corrections.

Have you ever been the subject of a complaint to amy bar association, disciplinary committee, court,
administrative agency or other professional group? Yes/No. If you answered “yes”, please provide details.
Yes. | had a client who filed a complaint with the Washington State Bar Assaciation complaining that | may

not be able to represent him because he was a member of a White supremacist organization and | was Asian.

The complaint was dismissed.

Have you ever been disciplined or cited for breach of ethics or unprofessional conduct?
Yes/No. If you answered “yes”, please provide details. No

11
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38.

40.

41.

42.

Judicial Evaluation Questionnaire
City of Edmonds Municipal Court

If you have served as a judge, commissioner, or in any judicial capacity, has a complaint for misconduct in
that capacity ever been made against you? Yes/No. If you answered “yes”, please provide details.

No.

] Miscellaneous -
Are you aware of anything that may affect your ability to perform the duties of a judge? Yes/No. if you

answered “yes”, please provide details. No

Have you published any books or articles in the field of law? If so, please list them, giving the citations and
dates. Also, please give the dates and forums of any Continuing Legal Education presentations that you have
made.

As a member of Law Review at Seattle University, | was special editor of the Search & Seizure Survey Update
in 2005. Thus, | was in charge of a staff assigned to research and put together the survey under the

guidance of Washington State Supreme Court Justice Charles Johnson. | have presented in-house CLEs

on the subject of search and seizure at the Snohomish County Public Defender Association.

Please list any honors, prizes, awards or other forms of recognition that you have received and
whether they were professional or civic in nature.

Order of th Barristers (2005); Seattle University School of Law Barrister Award (2005), Outstanding Speaker
Award (2004 Texas Young Lawyers Assoc. National Mock Trial Competition- Regionals), Regional Finalist '
(2005 ABA National Appellate Advocacy Competition), Outstanding Staff Member of the Year (2005 Seattle
University Law Review), CALI Awards (top marks in five different law school classes). Several professional

journalism awards both as a reporter and as an editor.
Are you aware of anything in your background or any event you anticipate in the future that might

be considered to conflict with the Code of Judicial Conduct? Yes/No. If you answered “yes”,

please explain.
No.

Please provide a writing sample of your work (between five and 10 pages long), written and edited

lely by vou, within the last four years.
SOlely by 3 Y (see attached)

12
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Judicial Evaluation Questionnaire
City of Edmonds Municipal Court

Diversity in the Legal Profession :
44,  Please briefly describe your understandmg of the issue of “diversity within the legal profession.”

It has been 14 years since the Washington State Supreme Court created the Washington State Minority and Justice
Commission. Our Supreme Court has acknowledged that there is a continuing need to identify and to eradicate the effects of

racial, ethnic, and cultural bias in our state court system. The more diverse the legal profession is, the greater the connection will

be between those in the legal profession and the people they serve. Judges need to be cognizant of how the court is providing
access to justice to the population it serves. Judges should strive to have a diverse staff and the ability to have interpreters
available and/or translated key documents, such as the explanation of constitutional rights form. Bias can be conscious or
unconscious. Just recognizing that fact is an important step in creatlng a court system that strives to be bias free.
: References - ;

It is useful for evaluators to speak with attorneys and non—attorneys who are familiar with you. One or

more participants in the evaluation process may contact each of your references. All telephone numbers

should be current and legible. If a reference is unreachable, your rating/evaluation may be delayed.
Please use a separate piece of paper for each list. You may contact references in advance if you so

desire. Individuals not listed by you as a reference may be contacted to obtain information about you.

45.  If you have been in practice within the past 15 years, list the names and phone numbers of five
opposing counsels who know you best, including at least three opposing counsels on cases that
went to trial.

46. If you have been a judge or otherwise have served as a neutral decision-maker within the past 15
vears, please list the names and phone numbers of the last five attorneys who have appeared before
you.

47.  List the names and phone numbers of up to four non-attorney references whose opinions or
observations — particularly with respect to your commitment to improving access to the judicial
system for indigent populations, people of color, and disenfranchised communities — would assist
in the consideration of your application.

48.  List the names and phone numbers of four additional attorneys familiar with your professional
qualifications, skills, experience or attributes.

 Certification

49.
By signing below, I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that
the information provided by me in responding to this questionnaire is true and correct to the best of
my knowledge.

Date: /f!/\SJ'//‘/‘ Signature: ,2 ;/V f// g
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Judicial Evaluation Questionnaire
City of Edmonds Municipal Court

RELEASE OF INFORMATION

I hereby give the City of Edmonds the right to investigate my past employment, education and activities.
I release from all liability all persons, companies and corporations who supply such information. I
understand that any omission of facts, misrepresentation of statements or implications 1 might make in
this application or in any other required documents shall be considered sufficient cause to deny

appointment.

[ also understand that nothing contained in this application or in the granting of an interview is intended
to imply an appointment by the City of Edmonds. [ have received no promises regarding appointment and
I understand that no such promise or ouarantee is binding on the City of Edmonds unless made in writing.

Siganwre ot &L — pate /’/ 5/// ot

14
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AUTHORIZATION FOR RELEASE OF
CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION AND RECORDS

Date: November 5, 2014

To: Washington State Bar Association

1325 Fourth Ave., Ste. 600

Seattle, WA 98101-2539

Re: Application for Appointment to Edmonds Municipal Court

I, by this release or a photocopy or facsimile transmission thereof, authorize
and request you to provide to the City of Edmonds , any and all
information and/or records pertaining to __disciplinary investigations and/or actions

This document authorizes any representative of the Washington State Bar
Association to discuss otherwise confidential information with the above-mentioned
City of Edmonds representatives and to provide them with any files, documents, tapes,
or other items generated or obtained by them, about or on behalf of the person
named above. In consideration of such disclosure, | hereby release you (in
your individual and/or institutional capacity) from any and all liability arising from
the disclosure of otherwise confidential information.

You are specifically authorized to photocopy these records and to release copies to
the above mentioned counsel or their representatives.

L T st TN

Signed:
Dated: November 5, 2014
DOB: July 29, 1964

Packet Page 115 of 586



Linda W.Y. Coburn | Attachment

A
|

City of Edmonds
MUNICIPAL COURT

JUDICIAL EVALUATION QUESTIONNAIRE

Writing Sample
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~No

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

STATE OF WASHINGTON

SNOHOMISH COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT

STATE OF WASHINGTON,
Plaintiff,
vs.

Defendant.

No. 11-1-01650-6

DEFENDANT’S 3.6
MOTION TO SUPPRESS & DISMISS

I. MOTION

Comes now the defendant, by and through his attorney, Linda W.Y. Coburn, of the

Snohomish County Public Defender Association, and moves for the suppression of all evidence

acquired after the unlawful search of _ vehicle, and dismiss the charge of

possession of a controlled substance. This motion is based on Article I, Section 7, of the

Washington State Constitution, CtR 3.6 and State v. Knapstad, 107 Wn.2d 346 (1982).

Dated this day of May, 2012.

LINDA W.Y. COBURN, WSBA# 36902
Attorney for the Defendant
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II. AFFIDAVIT OF COUNSEL/STATEMENT OF THE FACTS

A. Initial Report

On June 6, 2011, Snohomish County Public Utility District (PUD) employees monitoring
security cameras called police to report that someone was attempting to steal a small utility
trailer by the main gate of Culmback Dam, 41300 block of Forest Service Road 6120. The
suspect was described as wearing a black jacket, blue jeans, and helmet on a motorcycle. The
suspect left after removing the trailer to outside the gate. About 17 minutes later, the suspect
returned with another person wearing a tan jacket and jeans. The suspects, on one motorcycle,
then left with the trailer in tow.

B. Police Contact

Snohomish County Sheriff’s Deputy Hager arrived first and saw two people matching the
description of the suspects on a motorcycle heading eastbound. Deputy Ross was about 200
yards behind Deputy Hager in a separate patrol vehicle. Deputy Hager activated his overhead
lights and stopped in front of the motorcycle, trying to cut off its route. The motorcycle, driven
by Ryan E. Coleman with Mr. - sitting behind, stopped. As Deputy Hager started to
exit his vehicle, Coleman drove past the deputy. Deputy Ross also activated his overhead
lights and tried to stop the motorcycle as well by blocking the roadway. The motorcycle
stopped. Deputy Ross exited his vehicle and Coleman tried to drive his motorcycle past Deputy
Ross, who ended up kicking the motorcycle over as it was going by. Deputy Hager arrested
Coleman and found in a search incident to arrest, a glass pipe and a small baggie containing a
white crystal like substance that the deputy recognized to be methamphetamine. Deputy Ross

arrested Mr. - He did not possess any contraband.
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PUD employees arrived to assist in locating the trailer. After not being able to locate the
trailer, Deputy Hager asked Coleman where the trailer was. Coleman lead Deputy Hager to the
area where Coleman left the trailer, off the road under some brush.

C. Police previous familiarity with _

Deputy Hager was familiar with Mr. _ before this incident and describes Mr.
-’ nickname as “Window Bob.” Despite the fact Mr. - has no criminal history,
Deputy Hager has heard from several people that Mr. _ is referred to as Window Bob
either because he sells methamphetamines or repairs windows. Deputy Hager has never
personally observed Mr. - sell drugs. Deputy Hager said he has had “quite a bit”
previous contacts with Coleman and has arrested him before.

Deputy Teigen also was previously familiar with Mr. - He had noticed several
people with known drug activity come and going from Mr. -’ home in Sultan. He had
previously asked Mr. _ about the activity and the officer’s concerns. Deputy Teigen
said Mr. | explained that he has a lot of friends and some of them are into drug activity,
but not him. They were just friends visiting him at his house.

Deputy Ross also was previously familiar with Mr. - and Coleman. Deputy Ross
had arrested Coleman in the past. He knew of Mr. - as “Window Bob” and “assumes”
it was for dealing dope out of his window, though Deputy Ross never personally observed Mr.
B dcoling drugs.

Sergeant Vander Wel was previously familiar with Mr. IR 1:20c and Mr. Coleman’s
names. She described Mr. Coleman has having a history of eluding police vehicles on that

motorcycle and that Mr. B house was a house of suspicion for drug activity.
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D. Durango SUV
a. Request to search

Deputy Teigen arrived at the scene after the suspects were in custody. After reading Mr.
- his constitutional rights, Deputy Teigen asked M. - about the trailer. Mr.
I <<plained that he had driven his own vehicle to Spada Lake to go rock hunting with
Coleman who was traveling about 30 minutes ahead of him on his motorcycle. When Mr.
I cooc 0 2 “Y” in the road he was not sure which way Coleman went so he waited.
Coleman road up form Forest Service Road 6120 and told Mr. - to follow him back up
that road. Before reaching the dam, Coleman told - to park his vehicle and ride on the
back of Coleman’s motorcycle down to the lake. The two then drove toward the closed gate.
Mr. — told Deputy Teigen that he never entered the gated area, which is supported from
the security video footage. When they arrived, the trailer was already outside the gate.

Deputy Teigen then asked Mr. - if there were any illegal drugs or items in his
vehicle and if he would allow police to search it. Mr. - said he did not want his vehicle
searched.

b. Location of the Durango

When Deputy Ross was responding to the initial call, he observed a white Dodge Durango
parked on the side of the road with a “mini-bike” on a carrier on the back. Deputy Ross ran the
plates and the vehicle returned registered to Mr. - This was about a half a mile aware
from the gate to the dam and before Deputy Ross encountered the suspects. Deputy Ross
described the vehicle as parked in one of the places along the dirt road that is extra wide with
the Durango parked at the side, not blocking the roadway. There was no signage prohibiting
parking at this location.
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Deputy Hager also stated that the Durango was parked on the side of the road and not
blocking the roadway. He described the vehicle located at a “pull-off” spot.

Deputy Teigen stated the Durango was “parked on the side of the gravel road to where you
could drive by it easily.” Deputy Teigen also stated he believed it was legal to park there as
long as the vehicle was not blocking the roadway.

Sgt. Vander Wel stated that the forest service road where the Durango was parked is a
publically accessible road. Sgt. Vender Wel stated the Durango was not blocking the roadway
and was parked to the side.

¢. Decision to search

After interviewing all the officers, it is not altogether clear who requested the search of the
vehicle and why. Though Deputy Teigen asked Mr. _ if he would allow police to
search his vehicle, he never asked Mr. - if there was someone else who could come to
pick up the vehicle. In fact, no officer asked Mr. - if someone could pick up the
vehicle. Police did not attempt to explore any alternatives other than impounding the vehicle.

After realizing Mr. - would not consent to a search of his vehicle, Deputy Teigen
and Sgt. Vander Wel met with PUD employees at the gate to investigate further and try to find
the trailer. They were unsuccessful, until Coleman lead Deputy Hager to where he left the
trailer. After the trailer had been located, Sgt. Vander Wel conducted an inventory search of
Mr. I vehicle.

While Sgt. Vander Wel conducted the search of the vehicle, the “TOW/IMPOUND AND
INVENTORY RECORD” form was partially completed by her and partially completed by

Deputy Hager, who signed the form. The following is from a recorded defense interview with

Sgt. Vander Wel:
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Q: Did you develop the belief that this vehicle was associated somehow with one
of the two suspects or both of them?

A: Idid not develop anything. Somebody had. They were either going to
start the impound or they started the impound, but they had one in
custody and so it was such a long drive to Everett that I took over from
there.

Q: Do you know who it was that wanted the vehicle impounded?
A: I sure don't recall that.
Q: And do you know why they wanted the vehicle impounded?

A: Idon't recall.

Q: Absent any involvement with the other criminal activity that took place, was
there any other reason to impound the vehicle that you were aware of?

A: I was not made aware of any reason why to impound it. Ididn’t ask.
That was something that the investigating officer said it needed to be
done.

Deputy Hager’s responses during a recorded defense interview:

Q: It was Sgt Vander Wel who conducted the search?
A: yes.
Q: Do you know who instructed her to do that?

A: I'think that’s part of the county’s thing we do to make sure stuff
doesn’t get stolen if there is a lot of inventory property in there.

Q: Did you instruct her to do it or is it something that just would be done.
A: It’s something that just would be done maybe.

Q: But as far as specific instructions, do you remember giving any specific
instructions to Sgt. Vander Wel at all?

A: Idon’t believe so.
Q: When you are on duty, she is your supervisor, correct?

A: Yes. Ithink I asked her if she could get the impound forms done or
something like that. But um no.

Deputy Ross’ responses during a recorded defense interview:
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Q: So the decision was made to impound the Durango by whom?
A: Either Deputy Hager or Sgt. Vander Wel.

Q: Were you aware personally of any evidence that the Durango was involved in
this offense other than transporting Mr. _ to the scene?

A: The only evidence I am aware of is that it belonged to )
That’s the only thing I know.

E. Search of a closed container

Sgt. Vander Wel opened the center arm rest consul of the vehicle and pulled out an open
compact disc holder in order to “count the CD’s.” She reported that while she was pulling out
the CD holder a closed sterling silver-looking container fell out. She opened the container to
see what it contained and found a zip lock baggie with a whitish crystalline substance in it that
she recognized as suspected methamphetamine. She discontinued the search and called for an
evidence tow.

A tequest for copies of every Uniform Washington State Tow/Impound and Inventory
Record submitted by Sgt. Vander Wel between June 1, 2010 and the present resulted in five
such searches. One of the five was an ATV, the others were traditional vehicles. None of the
inventory searches listed CDs. (Attachment A)

Deputy Hager obtained a search warrant to search the vehicle based on what Sgt.
Vander Wel observed. During the search of the vehicle, Deputy Hager found the baggie
observed by Sgt. Vander Wel and also a used glass meth pipe in the metal container. Deputy
Hager opened a second metal container that aiso had also fallen out when Sgt. Vander Wel
opened the center arm rest consul and pulled out the CD holder. In the second metal container,
Deputy Hager found two more small zip lock baggies containing more methamphetamine.

Deputy Hager field tested the contents of all three baggies and they tested positive for

methamphetamine.
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I declare under the penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that the
foregoing is true and correct to the best of my knowledge.

Dated this day of May, 2012.

LINDA W.Y. COBURN, WSBA# 36902
Attorney for the Defendant

. ARGUMENT

A. THE IMPOUNDMENT OF THE VEHICLE WAS UNREASONALBE AND
VIOLATED MR. ' CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS.

“In determining whether the fruits of an inventory search following the impoundment of a
vehicle are admissible evidence of a crime, our first inquiry, then, is whether the state can show
reasonable cause for the impoundment.” State v. Houser, 95 Wn.2d 143, 148 (1980).

Courts have long held that article I, section 7 of the Washington State Constitution provides
more protection to individuals from searches and seizures than the Fourth Amendment. State v.
White, 135 Wn.2d 761, 768-69 (1998). The Washington State Supreme Court explained:

Article I, section 7 provides that ‘[n]o person shall be disturbed in his private

affairs, or his home invaded, without authority of law.” Under the Washington

Constitution, the relevant inquiry is whether the State unreasonably intruded into

the Defendant’s private affairs. The analysis under article I, section 7 focuses,

not on a defendant’s actual or subjective expectation of privacy but, as we have

previously established, on those privacy interests Washington citizens held in the

past and are entitled to hold in the future.

Id. at 768 (internal citations omitted).
The Court has expressly held that “[i]t is unreasonable to impound a citizen’s vehicle

following his or her arrest when there is no probable cause to seize the car and where a reasonable

alternative to impoundment exists.” Houser, 95 Wn.2d at 153.
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Reasonable cause for the necessity of removing a vehicle includes:

“(1) an unattended-to car illegally parked or otherwise illegally obstructing traffic;
(2) an unattended to car from the scene of an accident when the driver is physically
or mentally incapable of deciding upon steps to be taken to deal with his property,
as in the case of the intoxicated, mentally incapacitated or seriously injured driver;
(3) a car that has been stolen or used in the commission of a crime when its
retention as evidence is necessary; (4) an abandoned car; (5) a car so mechanically
defective as to be a menace to others using the public highway; (6) a car
impoundable pursuant to ordinance or statute which provides thereof as in the case
of forfeiture.”

State v. Bales, 15 Wn. App. 834, 835-36 (1976).

In Houser, police arrested the driver of a vehicle for obstruction and driving with a
suspended license. 95 Wn.2d at 146. The officer suspected, but did not have probable cause to
believe the vehicle was stolen. Id. The officer asked the defendant what he wanted done with the
vehicle and the defendant provided names of several individuals to call that might take care of the
car for him. Id. The officer called several and reached someone who agreed to come get the car.
Id. But before that person arrived, the officer decided to impound the vehicle and called for a tow
and a trooper. Id. The officer asked the trooper to conduct an inventory search while the officer
took the defendant to jail. Id. The defendant did not give permission for the impoundment or the
search and no warrant was obtained. Id. at 147.

The Court noted that reasonable alternative to impoundment existed:

The police could have left the car parked and locked in its location on the public

street, since it was midday and nothing in the record indicates the officer believed

that the defendant’s presence at the police station to post bond for the charges called

for anything but a temporary absence. If it had later become apparent that

defendant would not be able to return for the car and that it could not be left safely
on the street, the officer could have ordered the impoundment at that time.

Id. at 153. The Court held the impoundment unreasonable and in violation of the defendant’s
constitutional rights. Id. See also State v. Bales, 15 Wn. App. 834, 836-37 (1976) (holding that

reasonable alternatives to impoundment existed where 1) defendant likely would have been able to
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post bail and was likely only going to constitute a ‘temporary absence’; 2) the vehicle may have
been illegally parked but could easily have been moved to a legal parking area; and 3) a friend or
relative could have been called to move the vehicle).

In the instant case, Mr. -’ vehicle was not illegally parked, was not blocking the
roadway, and none of the deputies attempted to seek any reasonable alternatives to impoundment.
Thus, impoundment in this instance was unreasonable and violated Mr. B coostitutional
rights.

B. EVENIF THE INVENTORY SEARCH WAS VALID, THE SEARCH WENT

BEYOND THE SCOPE OF THE PURPOSE OF THE SEARCH AND WAS
PRETEXT FOR A GENERAL EXPLORATORY SEARCH

The State Supreme Court has also expressly noted that
(n)either would this court have any hesitancy in suppressing evidence of crime
found during the taking of the inventory, if we found that either the arrest or the

impoundment of the vehicle was resorted to as a device and pretext for making a
general exploratory search of the car without a search warrant.

Houser, 95 Wn.2d at 148 (quoting State v. Montague, 73 Wn.2d 381 at 385 (1968).

“[Aln inventory search may not be unlimited in scope.” White, 135 Wn.2d at 766 (quoting
Houser, 95 Wn.2d at 154). The Court explained, “Concerned about the possibility for abuse, we
limited the scope of an inventory search ‘to those areas necessary to fulfill its purpose.” ” White, 95
Wn.2d at 766 (quoting Houser, 95 Wn.2d at 155).

In Houser, the court held that police could search an unlocked glove compartment of an
abandoned vehicle during an inventory search because documents of ownership and registration
are kept there and because the glove box is a place of temporary storage of valuables. White, 95
Wn.2d at 766-67. However, the court held that officers may not examine the locked trunk of an
impounded vehicle in the course of an inventory search absent a manifest necessity for

conducting such a search. Houser, 95 Wn.2d at 156.
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In Houser, the officer not only searched the trunk, but also searched a closed toiletry kit
inside the trunk. Id. at 147. The Court held that not only was the impoundment improper, but
also the scope of the search. Id. The Court reasoned that “the legitimate purposes behind an
inventory search could have been effectuated by inventorying as a unit the closed toiletry kit in
which the drugs were found.” Id. at 156. The Court noted that the United States Supreme Court
has held that even in the case where probable cause supports a warrantless search of a vehicle,
luggage inside that vehicle may not be searched. Id. (citing Arkansas v. Sanders, 442 U.S. 753,
99 S.Ct. 2586, 61 L.Ed.2d 235 (1979)).

In the instant case, all the responding officers either knew Mr. JJJJJll or knew of him.
Despite the fact that Mr. - had no criminal history, the officers all previously had
suspicions that he was a drug dealer because he had previously been seen associating with
people known to use drugs. Deputies had knowledge that Mr. I did not consent to a
search well before his vehicle was impounded. Sgt. Vander Wel, despite never listing CDs in
any of her previous inventory impound searches in the past two years, felt compelled to open the
closed center consul, and not only look inside, but remove a CD holder to count the CDs. In
doing so, a closed metal container also came out of the previously closed consul and Sgt.
Vander Wel decided to open and search that container as well.

Just as the toiletry kit could have been inventoried as a unit, so could have the metal
container in the instant case. The legitimate purposes behind an inventory search could have
been effectuated by inventorying the metal container as a unit without opening and searching

the contents of the container.

C. THE LACK OF CONSENT BY MR. Jl INVALIDATED THE SEARCH
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The State Supreme Court has repeatedly recognized that the subject of an impoundment
has the right to reject an inventory search. White, 135 Wn.2d at 771; State v. Williams, 102 Wn.2d
733, 743 (1984); see also United States v. Wanless, 882 F.2d 1459, 1463 (Sth Cir.1989) (decided
on state grounds); Robert F. Utter, Survey of Washington Search and Seizure Law: 1988 Update,
11 U. Puget Sound L.Rev. 411, 578 (1988).

In Williams, the Court held that the stop of the vehicle exceeded the purpose and scope of a
Terry stop and that the State’s argument that the search of the vehicle was a valid inventory search
pursuant to a routine impoundment was not supported. 102 Wn.2d at 741-42. The Williams Court
explained:

However, even if impoundment had been authorized, it is doubtful that the police

could have conducted a routine inventory search without asking petitioner if he

wanted one done. The purpose of an inventory search is to protect the police from

lawsuits arising from mishandling of personal property of a defendant. Clearly, a
defendant may reject this protection, preferring to take the chance that no loss will

occur.
102 Wn.2d at 743.

Fourteen years later, the Court decided White. In White, the driver of a vehicle refused to
consent to a search of the vehicle. 135 Wn.2d at 764. The officer, instead, decided to impound the
vehicle and conduct an inventory search. /d. The Officer used a trunk release button inside the
unlocked glove box to open the locked trunk. Id. 765. Inside the truck, officers searched an
unlocked fishing tackle box, which contained controlled substances. Id. The Court held there was
no manifest necessity to search the trunk. Id. 771. Though the Court did not address the impound
issue or search of the closed tackle box because it held the permissible scope of an inventory search
had been exceeded when the officers searched the trunk, the Court, nevertheless, noted that the

defendant did not give consent to an inventory search. 135 Wn.2d at 771 n. 11.
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The State may rely on the recent decision in State v. Tyler, 166, Wn. App. 202 (2012), for
its holding that a defendant’s lack of consent to inventory search of car did not invalidate the
inventory search, but Tyler was wrongly decided.

Division Two of the Court of Appeals incorrectly relied on South Dakota v. Opperman, 428
U.S. 364,369, 376 n. 10, 96 S.Ct. 3092, 49 L.Ed.2d 1000 (1976). As the State Supreme Court
noted in White, the United States Supreme Court in Opperman conducted a Fourth Amendment
analysis, and not an inquiry under article I, section 7 of the Washington State Constitution. 135
Wn.2d at 767.

A lower court’s decision based on an incorrect analysis should not take precedent over the
State Supreme Court’s clear, unequivocal position: “In Washington, an individual is free to reject
the protection that an inventory search provides and take the chance that no loss will occur.” 135
Wn.2d at 771 n. 11.

IV. CONCLUSION

The bags of controlled substances and glass pipe obtained from the search of Mr.
B vchicle must be suppressed because the impoundment of the vehicle was not
reasonable and violated Mr. -’ constitutional rights. Even if the impoundment was
found to be valid, the search went beyond the scope of the purpose of the search and was pretext
for a general exploratory search. Lastly, even if this court held the search to be a valid
inventory search pursuant to a reasonable impoundment, such search was invalid because Mr.
I cxpressly refused to consent to a search and the State did not further clarify if Mr.
I - ould like an inventory of the contents of his vehicle.

Thus, because the charge of possession of a controlled substance is based on fruits of a

poisonous tree, the suppression of such evidence leaves the State with insufficient evidence to
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support that charge. Therefore, Mr. - moves to dismiss such charged pursuant to State
v. Knapstad, 107 Wn.2d 346 (1982) (criminal case may be dismissed for insufficient evidence

prior to trial on motion by the defendant).

Dated this day of May, 2012.

ity ST

LINDA W.Y. COBURN, WSBA# 36502

Attorney for Defendant
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City of Edmonds
MUNICIPAL COURT
JUDICIAL EVALUATION QUESTIONNAIRE

If you have been in practice within the past 15 years, list the names and phone numbers of five
opposing counsels who know you best, including at least three opposing counsels on cases that

went to trial.

Andrew Alsdorf‘

Bob Langbehn

Craig Matheson — )
Randy Yates —_

If you have been a judge or otherwise have served as a neutral decision-maker within the past
15years, please list the names and phone numbers of the last five attorneys who have appeared

before you.

Patrick Feldman —-
Mark Garka ——'
Rachel Hunter—-

John Rongerude _—
Marke Schnackenberg n

Gregory Schwesinger —- o
- e

L

=

List the names and phone numbers of up to four non-attorney references whose opinions or
observations — particularly with respect to your commitment to improving access to the judicial
system for indigent populations, people of color, and disenfranchised communities — would assist

in the consideration of your application.

Carole Carmichael, assistant managing editor, The Seattle Times -
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Eric Johnsen, social worker, Snchomish County Public Defender Asscciation ”

Alex Tizon, Pulitzer-Prize-Winning author, former report for The Seattle Times, Los Angeles Times
Eduardo Zaldibar, court certified interpreter—

List the names and phone numbers of four additional attorneys familiar with your professional

qualifications, skills, experience or attributes.

Bill Jaquette —
Kathleen Ky[e—
Jennifer Rancourt h
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LINDA W. Y, COBURN

PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE

Attorney, Snohomish County Public Defenders Assoc., Evererr, W2 (2006-2007, 2009-
e Felony unit. In addidon to managing regular caseload responsibilities (pleas, motions,
trials), have also covered a varety of calendars (arraignments, failure to comply,
probable cause, fugitive hearings, first appearances). Previously worked in
tnisdemeanor unit in multple courts (Everett District Court, Cascade District Court,
South District Court). Supetvised/trained multiple Rule 9 interns.
Pro Tem Judge, Edmonds Municipal Court, Washington State Bar Association
Certificate of Completion (Attorney Training for Service as a Pro Tem: District and
Municipal Court) (2014 - ).

Law Clerk, The Honorable Stephen J. Dwyer, Washington State Court of Appeals,
Division I, Seattle, WA (2007-2008)
e Conducted legal research. Fact-checked submitted briefs with discovery. Wrote advisory
opinions for deciding panel of judges. Drafted court rulings/opinions (both published

and non-published).

Law Clerk/Bailiff, The Honorable George N. Bowden, Snohomish County Superior

Court, Everett, WA (Jan. 2006-Aprl 2006)
e Conducted legal research. Wrote advisory memos on motions/issues before the court.

Scheduled hearings. Managed jutors. Managed Drug Court files under Judge Bowden.

Adjunct Faculty, Seattle University, Seattle, WA (Fall 2005)
o Taught oral appellate advocacy skills for 2005 Thomas Tang National Appellate Moot
Court team. Regionals: students placed first; one team membet was best oralist.
Nationals: students placed second; one team member was fifth best oralist.

Rule 9 Internn, Ronald A. Peterson Law Clinic, Seattle, WA (Spring 2005)
e Interviewed clients, witnesses, experts; researched legal issues for juvenile criminal case

and civil special education case.

Rule 9 Intern, Northwest Defenders Association, Seattle, WA (Summer 2004)
e Responsible for all stages of misdemeanor cases in Seattle Municipal Court.

Legal Intern, TeamChild, Seattle, WA (Summer 2003)

s Researched/wrote legal memos for award-winning non-profit otganization that

provides civil legal services for youth in the juvenile justice system.
Journalist, The Seattle Times Co., Seattle, WA (1989-2002)

e Editor: split duties as a features editor and editor of local news for the Sunday paper.
Previously worked eight years as a reporter covering municipalities, general assignment,
and K-12 education. Started as an intern in the sports department.

e Manager (2000-2001): managed Seatde Times Publications, Inc. (a Seattle Times Co.
subsidiary). Responsible for budget, adult staff, teen writers. Managing editor of
mirror, a national-award-winning teen monthly.

¢ Co-Director (1997-2001): lead an intensive summer residential journalism program, The
Urban Newspaper Workshop, for minority high school students. Responsible for
supervising staff and managing budget.

o Shop Steward (1991-1997): advocated on behalf of coworkets as a tepresentative of The
Pacific Northwest Newspaper Guild, Seattle, WA
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Intern, United States Marine Corps, Arlington, VA (Summer 1987)
e Worked in communicatons office at Marine Corps Headquarters, wrote
articles/designed layout for Marines Magazine

EDUCATION

J.D., cum laude, Seattle University, Seattle, WA (2005)
Dean’s List (2004-2005); Dean’s Scholarship (2002-2005)
Moot Court:
* Otrder of the Barrsters (2005)
* Seattle University Barrister Award (2005)
* Mock Trial: Texas Young Lawyers Assoc. National Mock Trial Competition (Regionals
2004 Outstanding Speaker Award) ® SU Mock Tria/ (2003 fourth place)
* Appellate: ABA National Appellate Advocacy Comperifion (Regionals 2005 finalist) ®
Thomas Tang National Appellate Moot Court Competition (Nationals 2004 tied
fourth place best brief; Regionals 2004 second place; Regionals 2003 fourth
place best brief; In-house 2003, 2004 first place) ® James Bond Appellate Moot
Court Competition (2004 tied third place)
Law Review:
* Qutstanding Staff Member of the Year (2005)
* Special Edition Editor (2004-2005): Survey of Washington Search and Seizure Law: 2005
Update for Washington State Supreme Court Justice Charles Johnson. Selected and
supervised team of student researchers/writers. Developed tesearch plan. Revised
warrantless searches chapter. Worked with Justice Johnson on edits and revisions of the
seven-chapter survey.
* Member/Research and Technical Editor Assistant (2003-2004)
CALI Awards (top matks): Legal Writing II, Advanced Constitutional Law (First
Amendment), Forensics, Gender & Justice, Film & Law
Teaching Assistant: Legal Writing II (Spring 2005)
Student Clubs: Asian Pacific Islander Law Student Assoc., ABAW, ACLU (SBA Diversity
Representative)

M.S. Journalism, Ohio University, Athens, Ohio (1988)
Sportts reporter, The Post (campus daily)
Coach/captain, Ohio University’s Women’s Volleyball Club

B.A. Communications, University of Washington, Seattle, WA (1986)
Editor In Chief, Tyee, Washington Press Assoc. competition (second place)
President, UW volleyball club; Evergreen Region Women’s B All Star

Radcliffe Publishing Procedures Course, Harvard University, Cambridge, MA (1986)

PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT/MEMBERSHIPS

Washington State Bar Association ® Snohomish County Bar Association ® Washington
Defender Association ® Washington Association of Criminal Defense Lawyers ® Asian Bar

Association of Washington ® Executive Leadership Program (Asian American Journalists
Assoc.) ® Leadership 2000; Seven Habits of Highly Effective People (The Seattle Times) ©
Leadership for Middle Managers; Race Awareness Seminar (The Poynter Institute)

COMMUNITY SERVICE/SKILLS/HOBBIES
Community Activities: trained official (baseball, volleyball); volunteer judge (YMCA Mock
Trial, various oral appellate competitions) ® Language: conversational (survival) Mandarin
Chinese * Skills/Hobbies: volleyball, foosball, dancing, gardening
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November 5, 2014 TRECE]VED

Mayor Dave Earling vay €5 200
c/o Mary Ann Hardie o T
City of Edmonds RESOURCES

121 5% Ave. N
Edmonds. WA 98020

RE: Linda W.Y. Cobum’s application for Edmonds Municipal Court Judge

Dear Mayor Earling:

When | was in third or fourth grade | drafted my first contract. The parties were myself
and my older brother. The contract listed a variety of terms including stating that neither
party shall call the other party a name, such as “stupid.” My father found the contract so
amusing that he had his secretary type it up for me. | still have it.

Little did | know back then that | had this internal drive o make sure people are treated
fairly. When | was in sixth grade, my teacher asked us to research what we want to be
when we grew up. | said | wanted to be a judge. | remember writing some organization
and getting back a small booklet about a career as a judge. Despite picking this career
in sixth grade, it did not really seem like a realistic goal. Growing up, | did not know
anyone who was a judge. | did not even know anyone who was an attorney.

I grew up in a single-parent household in Belilevue, Nebraska. My father retired from
the Air Force and sold insurance for a living, until he died the summer before | entered

the sixth grade.

Getting involved with journalism in high school lead me to my first career as a journalist.
| saw journalism as the “fourth” branch of government. It was a way | could contribute
to make sure society functions at its best — that it functions fairly.

My 13 years at The Seattle Times allowed me to develop communication and analyiical
skills. | started out as a reporter and eventually became an editor and manager. Not
only did | benefit from many management and executive leadership training programs, |
also gained experience managing a budget.

After serving on a jury in federal district court and seeing justice first-hand, | knew | was
ready to go to law school and begin my second career in public service.

My second career as a public defender has been incredibly challenging and satisfying.
It has allowed me to appear in court on an average of three to five times a week. | have
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represented roughly 1,900 people charged with simple misdemeanors, gross
misdemeanors, and/or felonies. | have appeared in front of many different judges in
multiple district courts and superior court. | have represented a handful of clients pro
bono with infractions in municipal courts. | have worked as a law clerk in both superior

court and the court of appeals.

This extensive courtroom experience allowed me. tg(see judges at their best and also at
their worst. | know first-hand the importance of having well-qualified judges on the
bench. Thus, when my hometown court is in need of a judge, it is time to step up to that
challenge.

Stepping into the role of a neutral-decision maker is something | am more than
comfortable doing. When others were uncomfortable volunteering to referee a
volleyball match or umpire a baseball game, | stepped in. What started out as a
volunteer endeavor, became another opportunity to become someone who is trained
and certified to make sure people are treated fairly.

All my life experiences have prepared me to become the next judge in a city that | love
and have called home for 22 years. | am proud to be a resident of Edmonds. It would
be a privilege to serve my community to my fullest skills and ability.

| have provided the enclosed application packet for your consideration. Please let me
know if you have any questions. | look forward to hearing from you.

Sincerely,

S
Linda W.Y. Coburn
Washington State Bar Association #36902
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ANDERSON HUNTER LAW FIRM, P.S.

2707 COLBY AVENUE, SUITE 1001
EVERETT, WASHINGTON 98201
AMY C. ALLISON (425) 252-5161 G. GEOFFREY GIBBS
JEFFREY H, CAPELOTO FAX: (425) 258-3345 PATRICK F. HUSSEY

GLENN PAUL CARPENTER www.andersonhunterlaw.com C. MICHAEL KVISTAD
BRADFORD N. CATTLE SARAH O'FARRELL MCCARTHY

TIMOTHY C. CHIANG-LIN VICKIE K. NORRIS

THOMAS R. COLLINS LAURIE UMMEL
KRISTI FAVARD JEFFREY C. WISHKO

G. DOUGLAS FERGUSON O.D. ANDERSON (1892-1961)
JOHN A. FOLLIS JAMES P. HUNTER (1315-1988)

October 27, 2014

Mayor David Earling '- REQEIVED
City of Edmonds
Third Floor City Hall 0CT 2 8 2014

(4 LaGil

121 Fifth Ave N. _
Edmonds, WA 98020 HUMAN RESOURGCES

Re: Letter of Recommendation for Linda Coburn

Dear Mayor Earling:

We are writing this letter in support of Linda Coburn’s application for the position of
Edmonds Municipal Court Judge. Linda brings a potent mix of strong intellect, diverse and
relevant work experiences, and a personality well suited to administering justice in her
hometown municipality. She is well respected by her professional colleagues as can be seen by
her long list of impressive judicial and lawyer endorsements. Equally impressive are her
endorsements from law enforcement, community leaders and other residents of Edmonds who
know her.

As lawyers who are interested in a capable judiciary at every level, we add our voices in
support of Linda’s selection. Please feel free to share our letter with any others who may have
input with respect to Linda’s application.

Very iruly yours,

—_—

‘ ; - ’ / /,;:-; &
Jickie K. Nogig

—

-
A /
-

=i ;

= _—

(Soofufomen,  pEGEIVED

7 OCT 2 204

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR

VKN00675'9002100778115.V1
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> snohomish County Public Defender Association
5 2722 Colby Avenue, Suite 200 « Everett, WA 98201-3527
S Phone: 425-339-6300 * Fax: 425-339-6363 » www.snocopda.org

RECEIVED

November 3. 2014 NOV O & 2014
Mayor Dave Earling OFFICE OF THE MAYOR

City of Edmonds

Third Floor City Hall
121 Fifth Avenue South
Edmonds. WA 98020

Dear Mayor Earling:

I enthusiastically recommend that you appoint Linda Coburn as Judge for the
Edmonds Municipal Court.

Linda has had a very diverse career. She began in journalism most extensively
with the Seattle Times serving as reporter and editor for one of our nation’s major
newspapers. From that experience, she brought to her tegal practice an analyncal
mind, an ability to deal effectively with a diversity of other people and superior
writing skills.

We were pleased to be able to hire Linda as an entry level lawyer for the
Snohomish County Public Defender Association. She began her tenure here
representing a heavy caseload of clients in the Snohomish County District Court
(over time in three of its four Divisions).

Linda left us for two years to clerk for Court of Appeals Judge Stephen Dwyer
wheue she gained a spacial experience with detailed legal analysia.

Happily for us she returned to work for our Association where she has handled the
heavy public defender caseloads in district and superior court. In her current
position, she handles a full caseload of most serious felony cases.

Tt has been my pleasure to work with Linda Coburn throughout her time with this
office. She is exceptionally intelligent; she works very hard; she deeply
concerned for her clients; she is respected by her public defender colieagues and
her legal adversaries in the prosecutor’s office; and she is very etfective with her
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Earling; 11/3/14
Page Two

presentations to the court.

As Judge of the Edmonds Municipal Court Linda Coburn will assure that justice
is served to the highest level.

Very, truly yours, ___

) L P ;- / . f‘ » ,’4- \:
fl/ /{/' ,:-'// ;:‘ J/b’r rj’ { f/' T~
=

Bill Jaquette, Directgor |
Snohomish County Public Defender Association

s
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November 9, 2014

The Honorable Dave Earling
Mayor, City of Edmunds
Third Floor City Hall

121 Fifth Avenue North
Edmonds, WA 98020

RE: Edmunds Municipal Court Judge

Dear Mayor Earling:

I am pleased to offer this letter of recommendation on behalf of Linda W.Y. Coburn’s
application for Edmunds Municipal Court Judge. I first met Linda when she was a
student at Seattle University School of Law and am delighted that she is seeking this

appointment.

As you know, the role of judge at the municipal court level is one of the most important
judicial positions within the entire judiciary. It is at the local level where the majority of
the population will interface with the judicial branch and it is where they will form
opinions about the fairness of our system of justice. It is imperative that the individual,
who serves in our municipal and district courts as judge, possess the proper temperament
and demeanor. Linda not only possess the intellectual capacity to serve as judge, she is
also kind and even-tempered. She is always able to see the good in others, which is so
critical to holding individuals accountable while giving them a second chance.

Linda has devoted herself to learning what the job of judge requires by attending
numerous trainings and by serving as pro tem judge. As the appointing authority, this
expressed dedication and background should help you feel confident that you will have a
judge who understands the position and is able to step right into the job. I am confident

that Linda will serve your community well as judge.

Sincerely,
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Chan, Yvonne

Subject: FW: Linda Coburn for Judge

From: Cassandra Lopez de Arriaga _
Date: October 25, 2014, 8:03:34 AM

To: "dave.carling@edmondswa.gov" <dave.earlingwedmondswa.gov>
Subject: Linda Coburn for Judge

Dear Mayor Earling,

I am a private criminal defense attorney practicing in your court for last 5 years. My office was
over Chantrells for a year. Before that I was a Snohomish County Public Defender. I have had
the privilege of watching Ms. Coburn's legal career since 2006. We used to work out of South
District Court and go to her beautiful Edmonds home for lunch. She's always been a
"hometown" girl bringing us to enjoy Edmonds restaurants and shops.

Linda by far the most diligent lawyer I have had the pleasure of working with. She leaves no
stone unturned in terms of researching possible issues, she is a passionate advocate in the
courtroom, but more importantly she makes very responsible choices in her cases.

Nothing is more important to her then her children. I have represented her son's friends. Linda
always asks me to impress the importance on the kid "learning a lesson" about his poor
behavior. I have no doubt she will keep the community safe as the judge of your court. She will
serve with great care and commitment.

Truth is Linda will be a judge. Somewhere. We have all known it for years. Hopefully you'll
select her to serve in her community. Anything less than that will be a true loss for the City of

Edmonds.

Cassandra Lopez de Arriaga
WSBA# 35318
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Chan, Yvonne

From: Earling, Dave

Sent: Sunday, October 26, 2014 11:30 AM
To: Hardie, Mary Ann

Subject: Fwd: Linda Corburn

Another.....

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

From: Mark Cunningha : .
Date: October 25,2014, 1:10:59 PM PDT

To: "dave.earling@edmondswa.gov" <dave.earling @edmondswa.gov>
Subject: Linda Corburn

Dear Mr. Earling and other officials

Purpose of this letter is to support Linda Coburn for municipal court judge. I have known Linda
Coburn for several years and she is completely tru;tyv;orthy, honest, very smart, and she would

ey

make great municipal court judge. £

Respecttfully,

Sent from my iPad
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Chan, Yvonne

From: Earling, Dave

Sent: Sunday, October 26, 2014 11:28 AM

To: Hardie, Mary Ann

Subject: Fwd: support for Linda Coburn for Edmonds Judge
Mary Ann.....

I will be forwarding any support statements to you.
Dave

Sent from my iPad
Begin forwarded message:

From: Hank TurnerP
Date: October 26, 2014, 10:33:33 AM PDT

To: <dave.sariing@edmondswa.gov>
Subject: support for Linda Coburn for Edmonds Judge

Dear Mayor Earling,

Please consider my endorsement of Linda Coburn for our Municipal Judge position.
Linda has demonstrated that she cares deeply for Edmonds and its citizens.

Thank you for your consideration.

Hank Turner
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Chan, Yvonne

From: Earling, Dave

Sent: Sunday, October 26, 2014 5:02 PM
To: Loreen

Cc: Hardie, Mary Ann

Subject: Re: Judge Position #3 Endorsement

Thanks Loreen. I am forwarding all support statements to HR.
Dave Earling

Sent from my iPad

On Oct 26, 2014, at 4:22 PM, "Loreen \ N NG -

Dear Mayor Earling:

My name is Loreen Sako and I am endorsing Linda W.Y. Coburn for the South District Court,
Judge Position #3.

I am a long time resident of Edmonds,, raised here from pre-school through high school.
Moving away shortly after college, [ returned several years later to live in the best city in
Washington. Linda Coburn has been a friend for over 20 years and someone I consider part of

our family and vice versa.

Linda Coburn is the epitomy of fair. Always patient and considerate of both sides of an issue,
and willing to delve deep in researching all the information necessary to resolve an issue,

whether personally or professionally.

Having her as judge will continue to ensure our public safety and her dedication to improving all
the areas of such safety will set the bar higher for others to follow.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
Loreen Sako
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Chan, Yvonne

From: Earling, Dave

Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 9:20 AM

To: '‘Mary Jo and Jeff Sakoi'

Cc: Hardie, Mary Ann

Subject: RE: Linda Coburn_Support for Municipa! Court Judge

Thank you for your message. | am forwarding all messages of support to our HR office.
Dave Earling

From: Mary Jo and Jeff SakoiF
Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 201479716 A

To: Earling, Dave
Cc: 'Mary Jo and Jeff Sakoi'
Subject: Linda Coburn_Support for Municipal Court Judge

Mayor Earling,

We have known Linda approximately 21 years. Linda and her family lived in our immediate neighborhood and our
children grew up together attending Madrona K-8 ( Edmonds School District) while participating in some of the same
extracurricular activities. Even though volunteer work was not required at Madrona Linda always managed to volunteer
at the school on a regular basis even while working full-time as a journalist. Linda was also a regular at the MIT
(Madrona Integrated Team which is a parent-student-staff organization) meetings and fundraisers. Linda was always
willing to be an advocate and voice for the students and parents in an unbiased and educated manner.

As our children grew, her family became very involved in baseball, playing in and attending local youth games. Linda
once again made the time to become a trained umpire for their competitive Little League organization. In the face of all
that comes with calling balls and strikes with excited parents in the stands, Linda was required to remain calm and make
unbiased decisions during the games. This is a testament to Linda’s strength of will and courage. It was during this time
that Linda decided to obtain her JD and use that degree to continue to make a difference in her community.

We continue to keep in touch with Linda and believe she is well regarded in the community. We have witnessed that
Linda is very capable of making educated and unbiased decisions. We would like to give our support to her for the

position of Municipal Court Judge.

Thank you,
Mary Jo and Jeff Sakoi
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Chan, Yvonne

From: Earling, Dave

Sent: Monday, October 27, 2014 7:13 PM

To: r

Cc: Hardie, Mary Ann

Subject: Re: Municipal Judge Appointment/Linda Coburn
Robby.....

Thanks for your note of support. I am forwarding all notes of support to HR.
Dave

Sent from my iPad

On Oct 27, 2014, at 12:53 PM, "+ G- v o c:

Dear Mayor Earling:

| am an Edmonds resident and registered voter. | am writing to express my enthusiastic
and unqualified support for Linda Coburn to be appointed municipal judge.

I've known Linda as my neighbor of several years. Her resume, with which | assume
you're familiar, speaks for itself.

On a personal basis | know her to be an indivudual of great integrity who is energetic,
personable and deeply committed to serving Edmonds. I'm further convinced that she
has the broad base of community support necessary to run a successful campaign in
the future. Lastly, my professional background as an Emmy-winning television writer-
producer and magazine columnist provides me a solid perspective for

evaluating communication skills -- and Linda's are exceptional.

| believe it's crucial that a municipal judge be an Edmonds resident, be superbly
qualified and be electable. Linda fuffills all of these qualifications and [ strongly urge
you to appoint her.

Best regards

Robby London
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Chan, Yvonne

From: Earling, Dave

Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 10:34 AM
To: ‘Ron Bromwell'

Cc Hardie, Mary Ann

Subject: RE: Edmonds Municipal Judge

Thank you for your message. | am forwarding all support messages to our HR Dept.
Dave Earling

From: Ron Bromwell [mailto
Sent: Monday, October 27, 201
To: Earling, Dave

Subject: Edmonds Municipal Judge

October 27, 2014

Mayor Dave Eariing
Third Floor City Hall
121 Fifth Avenue North
Edmonds, WA 98020

Dear Mayor Earling:

With regard to the process for appointing the next Edmonds Municipal Judge, we take great pleasure in
recommending Linda Coburn for this position.

Our family has known Ms. Coburn since she was a student at the University of Washington in 1984. She
married a family friend of ours Doug Coburn, whom we have known since 1967. As a result we have an in-
depth knowledge of the Coburn family and it has been a joy to watch it form and develop over these many

years.
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From Linda’s detailed resume it can be seen that not only has she been exposed to many of the multiple facets
of both journalism and jurisprudence, but also that she has excelled in gaining knowledge and experience in
both theory and practice. Moreover, she has demonstrated initiative and ability in being chosen for coaching
and leadership roles in many of the activities she has undertaken. She has lived in the Edmonds area for many
years and is familiar with the societal aspects of the community.

Other facets of Linda’s life have demonstrated her basic goodness in rearing two wonderful and energetic boys
while at the same time managing a very d_emanding professional life. In addition she provides strong support
to her husband who enjoys a successful and intensive business career and to other family members when the

need arises.

We have every confidence in Linda’s ability to succeed in any endeavor she attempts and we whole heartedly
recommend her as a reliable person, a hardworking and skilled professional with a personality which should
help her in understanding and adjudicating complex issues.

Sincerely,

Ronald E. Bromwell

Hard copy to follow.
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444

Snohomish County

District Court
Cascade Division

Jay F. Wisman, Judge
Anthony E. Howard, Commissioner

415 E Burke St.
Arlington, WA 98223

e ——— T (425) 388-3331
RECEIVED . FAX (360) 435-0873
Mayor Dave Earling 2014 :
City of Edmonds NOV 1 3 20F %
Third Floor City Hall £ERQ
121 Fifth Avenue North HUMAN RESOURCES !

Edmonds, WA 98020
Dear Mayor Earling:

| am the Snohomish County District Court's Commissioner and was elected Judge of the
Everett Division of the District Court on November 4. | am writing to support the candidacy of
Linda Coburn for the position of Edmonds Municipal Court judge. | have known Mrs. Coburn
for many years — both as a colleague when | was practicing law and now as a judicial officer
for the past three years. | respect her intelligence, demeanor and integrity, and |
wholeheartedly believe she will make a great judicial officer for your city.

Your Municipal Court judge will not only need to understand how to efficiently and
professionally run a courtroom and know the law, but also how to deal with the multitude of
administrative and budgetary concerns that will come up. Her management experience in her
former journalism career is critical to the leadership skills that will be required to run a one-
judge court. 1 believe Linda Coburn has the experience (in and out of the courtroom), business
savvy, and clear focus on the responsibilities of a public official to do just that: run a fiscally
efficient court while doing your city proud on the bench.

Mrs. Coburn has a tremendously accomplished record as an attorney. Her practical
experience advocating in the courtroom — day in and day out, down in the trenches — is the
primary reason that | strongly support her candidacy. Beyond that, | believe that leaders
should come from the community that they live in and love. Linda has been a resident of
Edmonds for decades and has the passion to serve your city with the fairness, compassion
and integrity that you should want from your judge. Her appointment as your Municipal Court
judge has my unqualified support.

Sincerely,

. uﬁW
Anthony Howar -

Snohomish County District Court Commissioner
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Chan, Yvonne

From: Earling, Dave

Sent: Thursday, October 30, 2014 11:30 AM

To: Hardie, Mary Ann

Subject: FW: Earnest support for Linda Coburn, Municipal Court Judge

One more,

Sent: Wednesday, October'ZZ, -

To: Earling, Dave
Subject: Earnest support for Linda Coburn, Municipal Court Judge

Mayor Dave Earling
Third Floor City Hall
121 Fifth Avenue North
Edmonds, WA 98020
425-771-0247

das e.carling @Wedmondswa.gov

Re: Municipal Judge Candidate Linda W.Y. Coburn

Dear Mayor Earling,

I have lived in the lovely city of Edmonds for more than 16 years and I am proud to call this beautiful and safe
town home. As a concerned citizen, I am writing in earnest support of local Municipal Court Judge
candidate, Linda Coburn.

The growing Edmonds Volleyball community owes many of its local playing opportunities to none other than
Linda Coburn. She CARES about her community and backs it up with amibition and action!

I know Linda as a fierce and fair competitor on the volleyball court. I've also witnessed similar tenacity and
wholehearted effort in her work as a Snohomish County public defender. She brings an infectious energy to
every place she enters, and exhibits the highest standards of ethical behavior, even in difficult

situations. Intelligent, outgoing, thoughtful, and confident, Linda is the local candidate with the background,
understanding, knowledge, experience and qualifications to serve as an excellent Judge.

Edmonds wants women like Linda in leadership.
Edmonds needs Judge Coburn to help ensure that it remains a great place to call HOME!

Mr. Mayor, I encourage you to appoint Linda Coburn as the next Municipal Court Judge.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Cortel
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November 10, 2014

Mayor Dave Earling
Third Floor City Hall
121 Fifth Avenue North
Edmonds, WA 98020

Dear Mayor Earling,

I 'am writing to express support for my friend, Linda Coburn, in her application to be appointed to the
position of Edmonds Municipal Court Judge.

My husband and | are homeowners and residents of the Emeraid Hilis neighborhiood of Edmonds. We
are long-time, active members of Edmonds United Methodist Church, where we both are currently
serving or have served in leadership positions. | am very involved in a local group for mothers of young
children, | belong to Harbor Square Athletic Club and my child attends a local school.

I met Linda while we were both working as law clerks in Snchomish County Superior Court. We
worked together again as attorneys at the Snohomish County Public Defender Association over the
course of five years. | currently stay home full-time with my children, but Linda and | still see each other
because we live in the same neighborhood.

I personally know Linda to be extremely hardworking, intelligent, competent, adept at communicating
professionally and effectively, and a cordial and friendly presence in the office. As Linda has
demonstrated time and again throughout her professional and personal life, Linda excels and succeeds
in whatever her chosen task. | am 100% confident that Linda would make an excellent judge. As her
extensive list of endorsemenis by judges and local parties demonstrates, | am not the only person to

feel this way.

As a mother, homeowner and active community member, | care deeply about the future of our
community. Edmonds is a special place and deserves a judge who will work hard, treat all parties with
respect and uphold the rule of law. | know Linda to be this person and | ask that you appoint her to the

position of Municipal Court Judge. Thank you.

Sincerely,
i) -~

v g b
A S ; ™
‘?f—”ff’ f L. /("‘B 7 .

Emily J. Fountain
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November 4, 2014

Dear Mayor Earling,

It is a pleasure for me to write this letter urging you to appoint Linda Coburn as the
next Edmonds Municipal Court Judge. While this is my personal recommendation, as the
President of the Snohomish County Bar Association, I am deeply involved in our legal
community and have a vested interest in the quality of the judiciary. Linda has the
experience, compassion, and professional demeanor which will make her an excellent

addition to the bench.

Linda is an experienced trial attorney with several years of courtroom experience.
She has extensive jury trial experience having handling all types of criminal matters
ranging from simple drug possession to complex homicide and sexual assault matters. In
addition to a strong understanding of courtroom rules and procedures, she has experience
dealing challenges in the courtroom such as incorporating technology and the use of
interpreters. She has handled some of the most complex cases that have come through our
office during my tenure and she has done so with a high degree of professionalism, skill and
attention to detail. This type of experience is vital to being a qualified candidate for this
position. Lawyers who successfully transition to the bench can only do so after many years
of such diverse, meaningful experience as a practicing attorney.

Linda has consistently demonstrated a high degree of compassion. Through her
career she has represented hundreds of clients; many of whom suffer from addiction,
mental illness or poverty. She has zealously advocated for the disenfranchised while
respecting the rights of victims of crime and treating them respect. Because most often the
courtroom is the forum for the resolution of disputes between people in crisis, it is this
deep understanding of the human experience that is vitally important for a member of a
bench to possess.

Perhaps most importantly, Linda has a reputation for practicing with the highest
level of professionalism, integrity and courtesy. She treats those around her with a great
deal of respect and dignity. Iam confident that she will carry those qualities to the bench
and provide all who appear in front of her with a fair opportunity to be heard.

Thank you for time. [ urge you to appoint Linda Coburn to the position of Edmonds

Municipal Court Judge.
Si ly, «
RECEIVED o LD o
t
NOV 12 204 é o

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
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EDUARDO ZALDIBAR
TRANSLATION & INTERPRETATION SERVICES

9024 W. Mall Dr.; Everett, WA 98208 ~ Tel: 425-513-0543
E-mail: edzaldibar@e-interpreters.com

November 4, 2014

Mr. Dave Earling

Mayor

City of Edmonds

Third Floor City Hall
121 Fifth Avenue North
Edmonds, WA 98020

Dear Mr. Earling:

I am writing this letter on behalf of Ms. Linda Coburn. I have been providing interpreting services for
Snohomish County courts as an AQC Certified Court Interpreter in Spanish for the past 16 years. As such, I
had the opportunity to work closely with Ms. Coburn in countless court hearings and attorney/client meeat-
ings. I have the utmost respect for all public defenders at the Snohomish County Public Defender Association
and she is one of those attorneys that greatly contributes for such a high cencept.

Based upon my experience with her I am sure that she will be an excellent judge and an asset for the Ed-
monds Municipal Court.

I highly recommend Ms. Linda Coburn for Judge for the Edmonds Municipal Court.

Sincerely,

M\
Eduardo Ealdibar

AOC Certified Court Interpreter in Spanish
AOC ID#: 004834

RECEIVED
NOV 12 2014
OFFICE OF THE MAYOR

Packet Page 154 of 586



Chan, Yvonne

From: Earling, Dave

Sent: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 5:40 AM

To: Carol Nelson

Cc: Hardie, Mary Ann

Subject: Re: Recommending Linda Coburn for Municipal Court Judge
Hi Carol......

Thanks for your message of support for Linda. I am forwarding all messages of support to HR.
Dave

Sent from my iPad

On Oct 28. 2014, at 10:28 PM, "Carol Nelson'_mte:

Dear Mayor Earling:

I have had the good fortune of being an Edmonds resident since 1988. It has been a wonderful place to
raise a family, build a career as a successful business executive, and serve as a community leader.

During this time [ have come to know and respect Linda Coburn as a neighbor, fellow parent, admired law
professional and friend. | am pleased to endorse Linda and recommend your appointment of her as
municipal court judge. | am confident that her personal integrity, intelligence, strong work ethic and
outstanding experience will serve our community well.

Thank you for your consideration.

Best regards,
Carol K. Nelson
{Former President and CEQO, Cascade Bank; Current Director, Washington State Department of

Revenue)

(L
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CITIZENS FOR

JUDICIAL EXCELLENCE

Office i

603 Stewart S5t Ste 819
Seattle WA 98101-1229

tel 5206\456-6911
fax  (206)453-0344

Cnline

www.cjepac.com
info@cjepac.com

Google+ +CIEPAC
Twitter @goodjudges
Facebook CJEPAC

Board of Directars

Ted C.Barr
President
ted@tedcbarr.com

Douglas Cowan
Vice President
cowan@cowanlawfirm.com

Mark Garka
Treasurer
mark@washington-dui.com

Nathaniel H. Wytie
Secreta?/
nathaniel@seattle-dui.com

Danielle Havens
Director
danielle@miliosdefense.com

Gayle Brandon-Behrend
Director
gayle@laceyomalley.com

Diego J. Vargas
Director
dvargas@djvlaw.com

Jon Scott Fox
Director
jfox@jfoxlawfirm.com

Lizanne Padula
Director
lizanne@paduladefense com

2014 December 08

Mayor Dave Earling
Edmonds City Council
Edmonds City Hall

121 Fifth Ave N

Edmonds, Washington 98020

Re: Edmonds Municipal Court Vacancy
Dear Mayor Earling & Members of the City Council:

Citizens for Judicial Excellence (CJE) would appreciate an opportunity to
provide you with input with respect to your upcoming appointment of the
Edmonds Municipal Court Judge to replace Judge Fair. Our goal is to assist
you in selecting the most qualified and widely accepted candidate by the
defense bar for the appointment. Your task is not an easy one as Judge Fair
was highly respected and liked by private defense attorneys, public defenders,
and prosecutors alike.

Citizens for Judicial Excellence is a registered political action committee
founded in 2006, dedicated to improving the quality of the judiciary in the
municipal and district courts. CJE was founded in 2006 by a group of
lawyers concerned with the deteriorating quality of the judiciary in “the
people’s courts” — the district and municipal courts. Prior to the creation of
CJE, incumbent judges rarely faced a challenger, enjoying a de facto lifetime
appointment to the bench. This lack of accountability led to a decline in the
quality of the judiciary on the whole (legal rulings, demeanor, work ethic,
etc.), isolated judges from the real world experiences of the citizens who
appeared before them, and denied voters the choice between clearly poor-
performing judges and fresh highly qualified candidates. CJE fulfills its
mission by recruiting, educating, supporting, and financing a select number
of highly qualified candidates whose election, by objective standards, would
truly improve the quality of the bench.

For the current Edmonds Municipal Court appointment, we polled our
membership using the three names of those seeking Judge Fair’s seat. We
respect each of the three candidates who have applied for this position. The
three applicants each have outstanding experience and reputations in the
courts and in the legal community.

Our members, most of whom practice in the Edmonds Municipal Court and
other Snochomish County Courts, have indicated their preference by
responding to our poll. We believe they are very interested in the
appointment as we had a high response rate to the poll.
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While all three candidates are certainly acceptable and unlikely to draw
"Affidavits of Prejudice" once they take the bench, the CJE members
preference is as follows:

1) Linda Coburn preferred by 50% of our responding members.
2) Jessica Ness preferred by 26% of our responding members.
3) Jennifer Millet preferred by 24% or our responding members.

Our polling was done on an anonymous basis. We asked each of our
members to provide their input to the CJE Board so that it could make
recommendations to the Edmonds Mayor and Counsel to assist in the
appointment process. None of the candidates drew negative comments from
our members.

We appreciate any opportunity to provide you with input that we hope has
value to you, especially since it comes from the attorneys who are most
familiar with the applicants and will be practicing before the appointee in the
future. If you would like further information regarding our organization, we
encourage you to visit our website at www.cjepac.com. If you would like
additional information regarding our membership, polling method, or our
perspective on any of the candidates, feel free to contact our President, Ted
C. Barr (ted@tedcbarr.com or 425-462-4224) or Treasurer, Mark Garka
(mark@washington-dui.com or 425-431-2800).

Very truly yours,

Pl

Ted C. Barr
President

On Behalf of the CJE Board of Directors and Members

RECEIVED
DEC 10 Z..
OFFICE OF THE MAYOR

RECEIVED
DEC 10 20t
OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
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RESOLUTION NO. 1327

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF EDMONDS,
WASHINGTON, EXPRESSING INTENT TO CONFIRM THE MAYOR’S
APPOINTMENT OF LINDA COBURN AS THE CITY’S MUNICIPAL
COURT JUDGE, WHICH POSITION IS EXPECTED TO BECOME VACANT
ON JANUARY 12, 2015, WHEN JUDGE FAIR’S RESIGNATION BECOMES
EFFECTIVE.

WHEREAS, the City operates a municipal court under chapter 3.50 RCW; and

WHEREAS, the duly elected judge of that court, the Honorable Douglas J. Fair, has announced
that he intends to resign his position effective January 12, 2015; and

WHEREAS, that resignation will create a vacancy that is filled through city council confirmation
of a mayoral appointment; and

WHEREAS, it is in the public interest to have the position of judge vacant for as short a period
as possible; and

WHEREAS, it is in the public interest to have an orderly transition from one judge to the next;
and

WHEREAS, an orderly transition would be facilitated if the city were able to have the future
appointee observe the court’s operations while Judge Fair is still in office; and

WHEREAS, an orderly transition would be facilitated by giving the future appointee a
reasonable basis to begin winding up his/her other business affairs now to ensure that he/she has
the capacity to assume the responsibilities of the office immediately upon his/her appointment as
judge; and

WHEREAS, Mayor Earling has interviewed 3 ¢andidates for the expected vacancy and, after
careful consideration, has decided that he will be appointing Linda Coburn to fill the vacancy,
now therefore,

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF EDMONDS, WASHINGTON, HEREBY
RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. The city council intends to confirm the mayor’s appointment of Linda Coburn to
fill the vacancy that will be created upon the effective date of Judge Fair’s resignation from
office.
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Section 2. The city council intends to actually confirm the mayor’s appointment of Linda
Coburn on the consent calendar for the meeting of January 12, 2015, and have the new judge

sworn into office at that meeting.

RESOLVED this 16" day of December, 2014.

ATTEST:

SSZA,,

CITY CLERK, SCOFFPASSEY

FILED WITH THE CITY CLERK:

PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL:

RESOLUTION NO.

4851-5533-3898, v. 1

CITY_OF EDMONDS

(

MAYOR, DAVE EARLING

December 12, 2014
December 16, 2014
1327
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City Council Meeting

Meeting Date: 01/13/2015

Time: 5 Minutes

Submitted For: Dave Earling Submitted By: Carolyn LaFave

Department: Mayor's Office
Type: Information

Information

Subject Title
Swearing in of newly confirmed Municipal Court Judge Linda W. Y. Coburn.

Recommendation

Previous Council Action

Narrative

Newly confirmed Municipal Court Judge Linda W. Y. Coburn will be sworn in by The Honorable Judge
Stephen Dwyer of the Court of Appeals.

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Court Scott Passey 01/09/2015 08:56 AM

City Clerk Scott Passey 01/09/2015 08:56 AM

Mayor Dave Earling 01/09/2015 09:49 AM

Finalize for Agenda Scott Passey 01/09/2015 09:53 AM

Form Started By: Carolyn LaFave Started On: 01/06/2015 02:22 PM

Final Approval Date: 01/09/2015
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City Council Meeting
Meeting Date: 01/13/2015
Time: 15 Minutes
Submitted By: Shane Hope

Department: Development Services
Type: Information

Information

Subject Title
Growing Transit Communities Program

Recommendation

Have discussion and provide direction for information to be presented later that would allow the City
Council to consider participating in the Growing Transit Communities Program.

Previous Council Action
N/A

Narrative

SUMMARY

Information about a new regional framework for maximizing transit community opportunities will be
presented at the January 13 City Council meeting by a representative from the Puget Sound Regional
Council (PSRC). After considering the information, the City Council may provide further direction on
any next steps involving the City.

BACKGROUND

Context:

The central Puget Sound is expected to grow to 5 million people by the year 2040, a 35% increase from
the year 2010. To help address this, our region's adopted VISION 2040 calls for focusing growth within
centers connected by high-capacity transit to create walkable, compact, and transit-oriented communities
that maintain local character, while curbing sprawl on rural and resource lands.

Transit investments exceeding $25 billion are planned for our region. This investment will be most
effective if development around transit encourages walkable community connections and equitable
opportunities for people.

2011-2013:

PSRC received a federal grant to lead the development of a multi-jurisdiction strategy and to take certain
steps to encourage equitable transit-oriented development—including affordable housing—around
existing or planned light rail stations. The first set of partners for this effort were jurisdictions

within designated light rail corridors, as well as transit agencies, housing agencies, and various other
interested organizations. (Edmonds was not an initial participant.) The Growing Transit Communities
effort was intended in future years to provide opportunities for other locations that had major transit
service--but not necessarily a light rail station.
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After considerable research and discussion, a strategy was adopted with goals and actions for PSRC, local
governments, transit agencies, and others. (See Exhibit 1 for the Executive Summary.) Then jurisdictions
and organizations signed a compact to indicate their good faith intent to implement appropriate actions,
consistent with the strategy. (See Exhibit 2 for the list of signatories.)

2014-2015:

Partners in the Growing Transit Communities program work to implement and support

actions encouraging appropriate development around transit investments. (See Exhibit 3 for brochure.)
Representatives meet quarterly as a committee--with support from PSRC--to discuss progress and identify
opportunities for action and coordination. (See Exhibits 4 and 5 regarding the committee.)

More Information:
For frequently asked questions about the Compact, see Exhibit 6. For other information, see the PSRC
website: http://www.psrc.org/erowth/growing-transit-communities.

OPTIONS FOR FUTURE CITY INVOLVEMENT

The City of Edmonds could become involved in the Growing Transit Communities program by signing
onto the compact and participating as a partner. Alternatively, the City may want to simply be aware of
the program and look for lessons that come out of it. The range of options includes:

A. Direct that more information be brought back to a City Council study session about the Growing
Transit Communities partnership so that potential membership may be considered in the future. *

B. Direct that the Growing Transit Communities compact be reviewed by the City Council within the
next three months for possible approval to sign.

C. Direct that occasional updates on the Growing Transit Communities program be

presented, but without necessarily any interest in Edmonds becoming a partner.

D. Consider the January 13 presentation but provide no specific direction at this time.

* Option A is recommended.

NEXT STEPS
A presentation by a PSRC representative will be made at the January 13 study session. The City Council
may ask questions, have discussion, and provide any direction on future City involvement.

Attachments
Exhibit 1: GTC Executive Summary
Exhibit 2: Signatories
Exhibit 3: GTC Brochure
Exhibit 4: Committee Framework
Exhibit 5: Committee Webpage

Exhibit 6: FAQ

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date
City Clerk Scott Passey 01/09/2015 07:10 AM
Mayor Dave Earling 01/09/2015 07:59 AM
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Finalize for Agenda Scott Passey 01/09/2015 08:27 AM
Form Started By: Shane Hope Started On: 01/08/2015 12:09 PM
Final Approval Date: 01/09/2015
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The Growing Transit Communities Strategy

Executive Summary
December 2013

Puget Sound Regional Councl
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—XeCcUtive summary

Our region has a shared vision for a sustainable future that will benefit

) our people, our prosperity, and our planet. VISION 2040, the central

Puget Sound region’s long-range plan for growth, transportation, and
economic development, describes the commitments, actions, and stewardship needed
over many decades by many stakeholders to achieve far-reaching goals. As the region
grows to 5 million people — a more than 30 percent increase — by the year 2040, a
key goal calls for growth within existing urban areas and especially in compact, walkable
communities that are linked by transit.

The region’s recent commitments to invest over $25 billion in high-capacity transit
(light rail, bus rapid transit, express bus, streetcar, and commuter rail) present an once-
in-a-lifetime opportunity to locate housing, jobs, and services close to these transit
investments, and to do so in a way that benefits surrounding communities. A region-
wide coalition of businesses, developers, local governments, transit agencies, and
nonprofit organizations — the Growing Transit Communities Partnership — spent three
years working together to create solutions that will encourage high-quality, equitable
development around rapid transit.

T ——— ————
\ e\ SRR\ )
CEENAnERRRRRN

2 Growing Transit Communities Strategy = executive summary = December 2013

The Challenges

Growth, as envisioned in VISION 2040,
should benefit all people by increasing
economic development and access to
jobs, expanding housing and transpor-
tation choices, promoting neighborhood
character and vitality, and improving public health and environmental quality. But, this is easier said than
done. In particular, this growth may magnify several challenges currently facing the region:

Living in and working in walkable, transit-served communities. Recent market studies show
that there is significant unmet demand for housing and jobs located within walking distance of
transit. Many people want to live and work in compact, complete, and connected communities,
but investments in transit and in transit station areas have fallen behind. Attracting growth to tran-
sit communities will require policies to encourage more housing and jobs near transit along with
investments in the infrastructure and services for a growing population.

Housing choices for low and moderate income households near transit. Forty-three percent of
the region’s households make less than 80 percent of the area median income. However, most
new market-rate housing that is accessible to transit is unaffordable to these households. With new
investment in transit communities, many lower-cost units are at risk of displacement. For the lowest
income households, many of whom are transit dependent, the supply of subsidized housing is far
short of the need. Building mixed-income communities that meet these needs will require improved
strategies to minimize displacement, and preserve and produce diverse housing types affordable to
a full range of incomes.

Equitable access to opportunity for all the region’s residents. Analysis of indicators across the
region reveals that too many people do not have access to education, employment, mobility,

health, and neighborhood services and amenities. These community resources are the building
blocks that create the opportunity to succeed and thrive in life. Transit communities, with their
access to the region’s jobs, institutions,
and services are critical focal points for
achieving greater equity for the region’s
diverse residents. As these communities
grow through public and private invest-
ment, equitable development will require
targeted community improvements and
strategies to connect existing and future
residents to greater regional resources.

Growing Transit Communities Strategy * executive summary * December 2013 3
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Why Now?

In the last decade, central Puget Sound voters have approved a series of high-capacity light
rail and other transit investments — a commitment of approximately $25 billion — that will
serve the region’s most densely populated and diverse communities for decades to come.
These investments present an once-in-a-lifetime opportunity to support and improve existing
communities and meet regional goals through strategies to make great places for people to
live and work. In order to do this, the region must:

Leverage transit investment to build sustainable communities. Transit investments, such
as light rail, streetcars, commuter rail, and bus rapid transit, create value by connecting
communities to the larger region. Transit communities are the best opportunity for the
region to become more sustainable, prosperous, and equitable.

Create new resources and tools. Current
resources available to governmental and
non-governmental agencies alike are not
enough. New tools and funding sources
will be necessary to meet infrastructure,
economic development, housing, and other
community needs.

Work together across the region and

across sectors. It will take collaboration
among a wide spectrum of public, private,
and nonprofit agencies and organizations
working together to promote thriving and
equitable transit communities. There are
roles for everyone in this process.

The Strategy

How will this all be accomplished? The Growing Transit Communities Strategy calls for regional
and local actions that respond to the challenges and opportunities in transit communities and
represent major steps toward implementing the growth strategy in VISION 2040. The Strategy
was developed by the Growing Transit Communities Partnership, an advisory body of various
public, private, and nonprofit agencies and organizations working together to promote success-
ful transit communities. The Growing Transit Communities Partnership, funded by a three-year
grant from the federal Partnership for Sustainable Communities and housed at the Puget
Sound Regional Council, established three main goals for the Strategy:

e Attract more of the region’s residential and employment growth near high-capacity transit.
® Provide housing choices affordable to a full range of incomes near high-capacity transit.
¢ |ncrease access to opportunity for existing and future community members in transit communities.

Growing Transit Communities Strategy = executive summary = December 2013

Toolkit of Strategies and Actions

Twenty-four strategies, guided by a People + Place Implementation Typology, constitute the
“playbook” for the Growing Transit Communities Strategy. From overarching regional approaches
to local and individual actions, together these provide a set of coordinated steps toward ensuring a
prosperous, sustainable, and equitable future.

The Strategy presents 24 strategies recommended by the Growing Transit Communities Partner-
ship and includes specific actions for PSRC, transit agencies, local governments, and other regional
partners. The recommendations address the three main goals for transit communities. As a whole,
the strategies are a call to action for partners across the region to redouble efforts to create great
urban places and build equitable communities around transit. Fully recognizing the strong policy
foundation embodied in regional and local plans, as well as the innovative work in implementing
those plans to date, the Partnership makes these recommendations as a challenge to do more than
is being doing today.

The Toolkit of Strategies and Actions fall into four groupings:

The Foundation Strategies recommend a regional and local framework
for ongoing work to support transit communities. Modeled on the rela-
tionships and values at the heart of the Growing Transit Communities
Partnership, these strategies envision an ongoing regional effort involving
a variety of partners and community members in decision making and
implementation at all levels.

1. Establish a regional program to support thriving and equitable transit
communities.

Build partnerships and promote collaboration.
Engage effectively with community stakeholders.
Build capacity for community engagement.
Evaluate and monitor impacts and outcomes.

O s N

The Strategies to Attract Housing and Employment Growth recommend
NV Vv v Y actions to make great urban places that are attractive to households and
DAXDIXDIAIXDIXIN businesses, remove barriers to development, and support development in
emerging markets.

6. Conduct station area planning.
/ 7. Use land efficiently in transit communities.
8. Locate, design, and provide access to transit stations to support TOD.
9. Adopt innovative parking tools.
10. Invest in infrastructure and public realm improvements.

Growing Transit Communities Strategy * executive summary * December 2013 5
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The Strategies to Provide Affordable Housing Choices recommended
actions to define and quantify housing needs, preserve existing affordable
housing and supply new housing choices, and capitalize on the value cre-
ated by the private market — enhanced by transit investments — in order
to achieve the broadest range of affordability in transit communities.

11.
12.
13.
14.
15.

16.

17.

18.

Assess current and future housing needs in transit communities.
Minimize displacement through preservation and replacement.
Increase housing support transit-dependent populations.
Implement a TOD property acquisition fund.

Expand value capture financing as a tool for infrastructure and
affordable housing.

Make surplus public lands available for affordable housing.
Leverage market value through incentives.
Implement regional fair housing assessment.

The Strategies to Increase Access to Opportunity recommend actions to

Assess community needs.

Invest in environmental and public health.

Invest in economic vitality and opportunity.

Invest in equitable mobility options.

Invest in equitable access to high quality education.
Invest in public safety in transit communities.

understand regional disparities in access to opportunity, identify existing
and potential new resources and tools to meet community needs, and
build support for equitable opportunities through education, coalitions,
and leadership.

19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
) 24,

Successful implementation will require shared commitment and collaboration among gov-
ernments, major stakeholders, and community members. There are roles for many different
regional and local partners, each with a distinct jurisdiction, authority, and mission. Consistent

with those roles, all are
asked to use the Toolkit
of Strategies and Actions
as a “playbook” for taking
action to advance the
regional vision of creat-
ing thriving and equitable
transit communities in a
manner that is a best fit to
each community.

Growing Transit Communities Strategy = executive summary = December 2013

People + Place Implementation Typology

No two transit communities are alike. Accordingly, there is no one-size-fits-all approach
to the strategies that will help a transit community thrive and grow with equitable out-
comes for current and future community members. The Strategy presents the People
+ Place Implementation Typology as a regional framework for local implementation.
Working with stakeholders from each of three major light rail corridors, the Growing
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THE PLEDGE

REGIONAL COMPACT

THE PLAYBOOK

TOOLKIT & TYPOLOGY

THE PLAN

INDIVIDUAL WORKPLANS

Transit Communities Partnership
analyzed conditions in 74 study areas
as a basis for a set of locally tailored
recommendations. Based on indica-
tors of the physical, economic, and
social conditions in each transit com-
munity, the results of this typology
analysis suggest eight Implementa-
tion Approaches. Key strategies and
investments address the needs and
opportunities in different communities,
while also advancing regional and cor-
ridor-wide goals. The Implementation
Approaches and typology analysis are
intended to complement and inform
existing regional and, especially, local
plans as they are implemented, evalu-
ated, and refined in the coming years.

The Next Steps

The Growing Transit Communities
Strategy includes a three-part imple-
mentation plan to promote thriving
and equitable transit communities

in the central Puget Sound region.
The Regional Compact affirms the
support of a variety of partners from
throughout the region for the Partner-
ship’s work and a commitment to work
toward regional goals by implementing
the Strategy. The Toolkit of Strate-
gies and Actions and the People +
Place Implementation Typology, as
described above and detailed in the
body of this report, include 24 recom-
mended strategies, eight implementa-
tion approaches, and corridor specific

priorities that will guide an evolving approach to transit com-
munities. The Individual Work Plans are local government,
agency, or organization specific work plans, to be developed
individually and in consultation with PSRC staff, which define
short- and medium-term actions that can implement the Strat-
egy. The nature and format of the Individual Work Plans will
vary to reflect the diversity of public and private partners, legis-
lative and decision-making processes, and actions adopted.

By working together, the central Puget Sound region can
achieve its vision for a sustainable future that advances our
people, our prosperity, and our planet. The Growing Transit
Communities Strategy lays out essential tools and actions to

get us there.

Growing Transit Communities Strategy * executive summary * December 2013 7
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American with Disabilities Act
(ADA) Information:

Individuals requiring reasonable accom-
modations may request written materials in
alternate formats, sign language interpret-
ers, physical accessibility accommodations,
or other reasonable accommodations by
contacting the ADA Coordinator, Thu Le at
206-464-6175, with two weeks advance
notice. Persons who are deaf or hard of
hearing may contact the ADA Coordinator,
Thu Le through TTY Relay 711.

Puget Sound Regional Council

Growing TFaNSHE.

~ - P
Z Communities

Additional copies of this document
may be obtained by contacting:
Puget Sound Regional Council
Information Center

1011 Western Avenue, Suite 500
Seattle, Washington 98104-1035

PHONE 206-464-7532
Fax 206-587-4825
EMAIL  info@psrc.org

Funding for this document provided
in part by member jurisdictions, grants
from U.S. Department of Transportation,
Federal Transit Administration, Federal
Highway Administration and Washington
State Department of Transportation.
PSRC fully complies with Title VI of the
Civil Rights Act of 1964 and related
statutes and regulations in all programs
and activities. For more information, or
to obtain a Title VI Complaint Form, see
http://www.psrc.org/about/public/titlevi
or call 206-587-4819.

WEBSITE  PSIC.0rg
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Puget Sound Regional Counc
Puget Sound Regional Council « 1011 Western Ave, Suite 500 « Seattle, WA 98104 » 206-464-7090

Home » Growth Management » Growing Transit Communities » Growing Transit Communities Strateqy » Compact Signatories

GROWTH - i iti i i

T ANAGEMENT Growing Transit Communities Compact Signatories
VISION 2040

Centers (Current as of January 7, 2015)

Plan Review

Local Jurisdictions
Tools and Resources

Growing Transit Bellevue
Communities
Everett
About
Committees ng County
Strategy Kirkland

Demonstration Projects
! Mercer Island
Existing Conditions

Housing Affordability Mountlake Terrace
Public involvement & Events Pierce County
Social Equity
Redmond
People + Place Typology
Housing Renton
Planning for Whole SeaTac
Communities Seattle

Industrial Lands .
Snohomish County
Regional Food Policy

Shoreline
Stormwater Management
Growth Management Policy Tacoma
Board Tukwila
Other Public Agencies

A Regional Coalition for Housing — ARCH
Capitol Hill Housing

King County Housing Authority

Puget Sound Regional Council

Seattle Housing Authority

Sound Transit

Tacoma Housing Authority
Tacoma-Pierce County Board of Health

University of Washington

Non-Governmental Organizations

Affordable Housing Consortium of Tacoma-Pierce County
Bellwether

Cascade Bicylce Club

Enterprise Community Partners

Feet First

Forterra

Futurewise

HomeSight
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Housing Consortium — Everett and Snohomish County
Housing Development Consortium — Seattle and King County
Impact Capital

OneAmerica

Puget Sound SAGE

Quality Growth Alliance

Regional Equity Network

Transportation Choices Coalition
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More Transil/is Coming!

The central Puget Sound region will invest over
$25 billion in high-capacity transit in the coming decades.
That means more light rail, bus rapid transit, express buses,

streetcars and commuter rail.

We’'re Getting Ready!

The Growing Transit Communities Partnership is a
region-wide coalition of businesses, developers, local govern-
ments, transit agencies, and nonprofit organizations working

together to create great communities around rapid transit.

i # |
/ ]
fi !

What are Equitable Transit Communities?

Equitable transit communities are transit-served
neighborhoods that provide housing and transportation choices,
a mix of services, amenities and businesses, and greater social

and economic opportunity for current and future residents.

s T Successful communities are created

o

through inclusive planning and decision-making,

i

resulting in development that accommodates
future residents and jobs, increases opportunity for

existing communities, and enhances public health.

How Gan the Region
Create Equitable
Transit Communities?

Three Program Goals:

O Attract more of the
region’s housing and
job growth near high-
capacity transit.

O Provide affordable
housing near transit.

O Increase access to opportunity for existing
and future members of transit communities.

el e o
E= R
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What We’ve Accomplished

The Growing Transit Communities Partnership created the Growing Transit Communi-
ties Strategy, an action framework for partners across the region. The Strategy builds
on the many products of the Growing Transit Communities work program, including:

Corridor-Based Planning

¢ Growing Transit Communities Compact, with numeric goals for growth and
affordability in the region’s transit station areas, and an ongoing commitment to
collaboration and action.

¢ Toolkit of Recommended Strategies and Actions with a range of overarching region-
al approaches to local and individual actions, providing a set of coordinated steps.

¢ People + Place Implementation Typology to link strategies and investments to
transit communities based on current needs and opportunities.

e Comprehensive Existing Conditions Report and Transit-Oriented Development
Market Study for 74 transit communities across the region.

A Regional Equity Network

e Cross-sector stakeholder body — the Equity Network — to provide a forum
and expertise on equitable development principles and strategies.

e Comprehensive regional Opportunity Mapping: “Equity, Opportunity, and
Sustainability in the Central Puget Sound Region.”

¢ 54 Capacity-Building Grants totaling $450,000 to 43 community-based
organizations to support engagement, outreach, organizing, and research.

e Two-day Puget Sound Equity Summit that brought together over 400 community
members, activists, and representatives of the public and private sector.

Affordable Housing Tools
¢ White paper and business plan for a Regional Equitable Development Initiative
(REDI) fund to encourage affordable housing preservation and production near transit.

¢ Regional Fair Housing Equity Assessment to identify barriers to fair housing choice
across the central Puget Sound region, and regional strategies to address them.

e White paper and draft legislation on an Equitable Value-Capture Financing Tool
to fund local infrastructure investments to support growth and affordable housing.

¢ |nventory of Publicly Owned Lands in transit communities and recommendations
for use of surplus lands.

¢ Regional Subsidized Housing Database mapping all publicly-supported and
owned housing units in the region.

Innovative Demonstration Projects

¢ Area-wide Environmental Impact Statement and Subarea Plan for Tacoma’s South
Downtown neighborhood.

¢ Urban Design Framework and Healthy Transit Communities Principles for Seattle’s
Northgate station area and urban center.

¢ Best Practices and Implementation Support for East Link station areas in Bellevue
and Redmond, taking the next steps to implement station area plans.
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munities Strategy includes
three steps to promote thriving
and equitable transit com-

U4 P ( ities in th tral Puget
1! Sound region. The Regional Toolkit & Typology
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iJ.’A’;@;'-'-' [ Compact affirms the sup-

port of a variety of partners
from throughout the region
for the Partnership’s work

and a commitment to work
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THE PLANS
Individual Warkplans

L Kenmore = toward regional goals by implementing the Strategy. The Toolkit of Strategies
- = A _ and Actions and the People + Place Implementation Typology include 24
Kitkland ™ > recommended strategies, eight implementation approaches, and corridor specific

Shoreline

priorities that will guide an evolving approach to transit communities. Individual
-~ Work Plans are local government, agency, or organization specific work plans
Sy ~  which define short- and medium-term actions that can implement the Strategy.

Redfnnnfl o

A Toolkit of TWENTY-FOUR Strategies

seal“e Belle\llle ey s e o] The Toolkit presents 24 strategies with 228 specific actions for agencies,
- Sammamish & local governments, and other regional partners. As a whole, the Toolkit is
Mercer — a call to action for partners across the region to intensify efforts to create
Island great urban places and build equitable communities around transit.
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For more information, visit psrc.org/growth/growing-transit-communities

|
I LI |

implementation

approaches
Eight Implementation Approaches & ettt
There is no one-size-fits-all approach for the strategies that will © Expand Housing Choices

help a transit community thrive and grow. The People + Place 9 npmie Arees

. . ) £ Transformand Diversify
Implementation Typology is a regional framework for local

© Stimulate Demand

action with eight unique approaches that identify appropriate © Build Urban Places
implementation strategies. @ Enhance Community

© Preserve and Connect

Big Tent of Partners

It will take collaboration among a wide
spectrum of public, private, and nonprofit [
agencies and organizations working to- Aasote
gether to promote thriving and equitable
transit communities. Signing on to the it
Growing Transit Communities Compact
demonstrates a commitment to working
collaboratively toward common goals
for the region’s transit station areas.

By working together, the central Puget
Sound region can achieve its vision for
a sustainable future that advances our Pugei Sound Regional Councl

people, our prosperity, and our planet. 1011 Western Ave., Suite 500 - Seattle, WA 98104
206-464-7090 « psrc.org « December 2013

Housing
Agencles &
Funders

Successful
Transit
‘Communities

Access to

Housing .
Opportunity

Choices

11. Assess current and 15. Expand value capture 19. Assess community
future housing needs financing as a tool for needs.
in transit communities. infrastructure and 20. Invest in environmental

12. Minimize displacement affordable housing. and public health.
through affordable 16. Make surplus public 21. Invest in economic
housing preservation lands available for vitality and opportunity.
and replacement. affordable housing. 22. Invest in equitable

13. Increase housing 17. Leverage market value mobility options.
resources to support through incentives for 23. Invest in equitable
transit-dependent affordability. access to high quality
populations. 18. Implement recommen- education.

14. Implement a TOD prop- dations of regional fair 24. Invest in public safety
erty acquisition fund. housing assessment. in transit communities.
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REGIONAL Transit Oriented Development (TOD) ADVISORY COMMITTEE
PUGET SOUND REGIONAL COUNCIL
Amended and Approved by Growth Management Policy Board March 6, 2014

Purpose

The Growing Transit Communities (GTC) Strategy calls for the creation of a standing TOD Advisory Committee
of regional stakeholders from a range of public and private sectors. The purpose of the Committee is to advance
the GTC Strategy through ongoing guidance to PSRC and other agencies and organizations on implementation,
coalition building within the region, and support for state and federal legislation and funding needed to create
and sustain thriving and equitable transit communities in the region. The Committee has a leadership role,
advising other PSRC committees and policy boards on policies and programs related to TOD implementation
across the region.

Relationship to other PRSC Committees and Policy Boards

The Committee will serve in an advisory capacity to the Growth Management Policy Board (GMPB) and will be
co-chaired by at least one member of the GMPB. The Committee will provide regular briefings to the
Transportation Operators Committee, the Transportation Policy Board, and other PSRC Committees and Boards
as appropriate. The Committee is not a PSRC policy-making board.

Subcommittees
The Committee may create working subcommittees with additional members to work on specific issues. Atthe
discretion of the Committee, the subcommittees will dissolve when the work is completed.

Meeting Schedule
The Committee will meet at least four times a year on a day and time to be determined. Additional meetings may
be scheduled by the Committee as needed.

Membership

The Committee will be composed of representatives from governmental and nongovernmental organizations
that have signed the GTC Regional Compact. The Regional Compact pledges an ongoing commitment to work
together to accommodate more growth near transit investments, provide more housing choices near transit, and
increase access to opportunity for current and future members of transit communities. The Regional Compact
calls for the formation of the Advisory Committee as an ongoing mechanism for collaboration between Compact
signatories and a forum for furthering the region’s goals for transit communities.

There are currently 26 signatories to the Compact, including local jurisdictions, transit agencies, housing
authorities, public institutions, regional coalitions, advocacy groups, and community-based organizations. Each
signatory may designate one representative and one alternative to serve on the Committee. As the number of
signatories grows over time, the Committee may choose to implement rotating memberships or voting
provisions to ensure a balance between governmental and nongovernmental representation.

Additional at large members and ad hoc subcommittee members can be included as needed with expertise in
specific domains related to transit-oriented development.

Members are expected to attend the regularly scheduled meetings and contribute expertise and knowledge,
conduct committee work to accomplish goals in between meetings.

Recommendations

The Committee seeks to identify all sides of key issues. Recommendations are reached through consensus.
When the Committee is not able to reach consensus, minority positions may be presented to the policy boards,
along with the position with majority support from the Committee.

Leadership

The Committee will have two co-chairs. One co-chair must be an elected official representing a local jurisdiction
or other public agency. One co-chair must represent a non-governmental private or non-profit organization. At
least one co-chair must be a member of the Growth Management Policy Board.
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1/7/2015 Regional Transit-Oriented Development Advisory Committee

Puget Sound Regional Councl

Puget Sound Regional Council = 1011 Western Ave, Suite 500 - Seattle, WA 98104 + 206-464-7090

Home » About PSRC » Committees » Regional Transit-Oriented Development Advisory Committee

Regional Transit-Oriented Development Advisory Committee

The Regional Transit-Oriented Development (TOD) Advisory Committee  MORE

I

Bicycle Pedestrian Advisory

Committes advances the Growing Transit Communities Strategy through ongoing

FAST Cormidor guidance to PSRC and other agencies and organizations on
Growing Transit Communities

Committee
Description
implementation, coalition building within the region, and support for

industrial Lands Analysis Technical GTC Strategy
Working Group state and federal legislation and funding needed to create and sustain )
interagency Data Grou o . . s s . T :

geney Bata Broup thriving and equitable transit communities in the region. [More GTC Regional
Land Use Technical Advisory Compact
Committee information...]

Model Users Group Compact Signatories

Regional Food Poficy Council

Regional Freight Mobility Next Meeting
Roundtable
Regional FTA Caucus February 6, 2015 ¢ 10:00 a.m. — 12:00 p.m.

Regional Project Evaluation

Committee .
PSRC Board Room December 2014
Regionat Staff Commitlee

Regional Technical Forum 1011 Western Ave, 5th Floor, Seattle November 2014

Regionai Traffic Operations

Committee Past Meeting Summaries and Presentations October 2014
Contacts: September 2014
Special Needs Transportation *
Commitl :
mmilee Sara Maxana, 206-971-3288 August 2014

TDM Steering Committee

Transportation 2040 Finance Michael Hubner’ 206-971-3289 July 2014

Working Group
Transportation 2040 Monitoring Ad
Hoc Commitiee M emberS

Transportation 2040 Prioritization

Transportation Operators Councilmember John Stilin, Redmond - Co-Chair

Committee Sarah Lewontin, Bellwether Housing - Co-Chair
PSRC Meeting Calendar .
d Councilmember Tony Anderson, SeaTac
Budget
Councilmember Jay Arnold, Kirkland
Careers ¢
Contact Us Andrew Austin, Transportation Choices Coalition
Information Genter Connie Brown, Tacoma / Pierce County Affordable Housing Consortium
Membership Directory Leda Chahim, Forterra

News Releases Councilmember John Chelminiak, Bellevue

Publications . X
Dr. Anthony Chen, Tacoma-Pierce County Board of Health

Public Involvement
Devin Culbertson, Enterprise Community Partners

Request for Proposals
VISION 2040 Awards Ryan Dicks, Pierce County
Theresa Doherty, University of Washington
Councilmember Allan Ekberg, Tukwila
Hilary Franz, Futurewise
Brock Howell, Cascade Bicycle Club
RicTlgenfritz, Sound Transit
David Killingstad, Snohomish County

Marty Kooistra, Housing Development Consortium Seattle-King County
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Regional Transit-Oriented Development Advisory Committee
Councilmember Jane Meyer-Brahm, Mercer Island
Michael Mirra, Tacoma Housing Authority
Councilmember Mike O’Brien, Seattle
Judith Olsen, Impact Capital
Randall Olsen, Quality Growth Alliance
Chris Persons, Capitol Hill Housing
Lisa Quinn, FeetFirst
Councilmember Chris Roberts, Shoreline
Councilmember Paul Roberts, Everett
Rebecca Saldafia, Puget Sound Sage
Lauren Smith, King County
Mark Smith, Housing Consortium of Everett & Snohomish County
Rich Stolz, OneAmerica
Tony To, Regional Equity Network
Stephanie Van Dyke, Seattle Housing Authority
Councilmember Bryan Wahl, Mountlake Terrace
Dan Watson, King County Housing Authority
Deputy Mayor Victoria Woodard, Tacoma
TBD, Bellevue

Alternates

Jeff Aken, Cascade Bicycle Club

Chris Arkills, King County

Councilmember Scott Bader, Everett

Lauren Craig, Puget Sound Sage

Councilmember Will Hall, Shoreline

Jesse Hamashima, Pierce County

John Hempelmann, Quality Growth Alliance

Ken Katahira, Snohomish County

Tory Laughlin Taylor, Bellwether Housing

M.A. Leonard, Enterprise Community Partners

Councilmember Kyoko Matsumoto Wright, Mountlake Terrace
Michael Mirra, Tacoma / Pierce County Affordable Housing Consortium
Trinity Parker, Sound Transit

Kristin Pula, HomeSight

Kelly Rider, Housing Development Consortium Seattle-King County
Steven Shain, Seattle

Councilmember Byron Shutz, Redmond

Skip Swenson, Forterra

Councilmember Lauren Walker, Tacoma

Councilmember Benson Wong, Mercer Island

More Information
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1/7/2015 Regional Transit-Oriented Development Advisory Committee
The committee comprises representatives from governmental and
nongovernmental organizations that have signed the Growing Transit
Communities Regional Compact—a pledge of ongoing commitment to
work together to accommodate more growth near transit investments,
provide more housing choices near transit, and increase access to

opportunity for current and future members of fransit communities.

The committee serves in an advisory capacity to the Growth Management

Policy Board and meets quarterly on the second Friday of the month.
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}i";“ The Growing Transit Communities Strategy

.M _o Frequently Asked Questions

U

What is the Growing Transit Communities Partnership?

Wh

The Growing Transit Communities Partnership is an advisory body of diverse public, private, and nonprofit agencies
and organizations working together to promote successful transit communities. The Partnership is funded by a three-
year grant from the federal Partnership for Sustainable Communities and is housed at the Puget Sound Regional
Council. The Partnership is developing recommendations for best practices and new tools and resources to address
three overarching goals that advance adopted regional policy:

e Attract more of the region’s residential and employment growth near high-capacity transit
e Provide housing choices affordable to a full range of incomes near high-capacity transit
e Increase access to opportunity for existing and future community members in transit communities

y equitable transit communities?

Building communities around high-capacity transit is a key strategy to promote a more sustainable, prosperous, and
equitable central Puget Sound region. However, if current trends in residential and commercial development
continue, the region will fall short of its goals to grow vibrant mixed-use centers. If growth does not address the
needs of households and small businesses for affordable housing and commercial space, they will be displaced and
excluded from the benefits of regional investment. If public improvements in transit communities do not make
employment, education, healthy neighborhoods, and other opportunities more accessible to all households
regardless of race, income, or national origin, then the region will have lost a chance for a more equitable future.

Why a coordinated regional effort?

Wh

While the region is already a recognized national leader on planning for sustainable development, the ongoing
investment of more than $15 billion in light rail and other forms of transit requires bold, coordinated action to ensure
the greatest value from these investments is realized. Success means creating a region that can compete globally for
jobs and investment, and is well positioned to attract scarce state and federal funds for transportation and
community development. Success also means providing the tools, resources, and public support necessary to achieve
a regional vision where compact growth, improved transit connections, and a range of community investments
provide benefits fairly to all.

at is the Growing Transit Communities Strategy? How will it be implemented?

The Growing Transit Communities Strategy is a three-part implementation plan to promote thriving and equitable
transit communities in the central Puget Sound region.

The Regional Compact affirms support for the Partnership’s work and a commitment to
work toward regional goals by implementing the Strategy. The Compact calls for a
continuing regional effort involving the region’s diverse partners. The Compact does not
obligate partners to implement all recommendations, but rather to consider and adopt

tools that fit best with community needs and available resources.

THE PLAYBOOK: The Recommended Strategies and Actions include 24 detailed recommendations that

Recommendations & Typology identify actions for public, private, and nonprofit partners. The strategies identify
effective transit community development approaches, shaped by input from experts and
the Partnership’s corridor task forces and advisory committees. The strategies vary for

different types of communities.

THE PLANS: The Individual Workplans are local government, agency, or organization specific work
Individual Workplans plans which define short- and medium-term actions that can implement the Strategy.

The nature and format of the Workplans will vary to reflect the diversity of public and

private partners, legislative and decision making processes, and actions adopted.
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How do the Growing Transit Communities recommendations relate to state or regional policies and requirements?

The recommendations do not create new mandates for partners across the region; rather, they identify tools,
resources, and incentives to help partners carry out what is already adopted regional policy in VISION 2040 and
Transportation 2040, and in state requirements of the Growth Management Act. The Partnership’s recommendations
have been developed for regional and local governments, as well as a range of private, non-profit, and community
partners. Adoption of the Partnership’s recommendations will depend on appropriate legislative or board approval.

Is this just about light rail stations?

By promoting transit ridership, sustainable patterns of development, and equitable social outcomes, the Growing
Transit Communities Strategy benefits the entire region. The Partnership has focused on 74 transit communities along
the region’s three long-range light rail corridors identified in Transportation 2040. This includes portions of 16 cities
(Everett, Lynnwood, Mountlake Terrace, Shoreline, Seattle, Mercer Island, Beaux Arts Village, Bellevue, Redmond,
Tukwila, SeaTac, Kent, Des Moines, Federal Way, Fife, and Tacoma) and three counties (Shohomish, King, and Pierce).
Other important transit nodes also exist throughout the region. Future work will expand the approaches developed
by the Partnership to additional transit communities not in the three light rail corridors.

What is the Transit Community Typology and how does it guide implementation?

From the outset, the Partnership recognized that one set of strategies cannot address the diversity of communities
that currently exist or are planned around the region’s high-capacity transit investments. For this reason, the Growing
Transit Communities Partnership has developed a People + Place Implementation Typology to link key
implementation strategies to transit communities based on characteristics of the existing community. The Typology
resulted in eight different types, each with priority strategies, that demonstrate the varying needs and opportunities
present in different transit communities across the region.

Do the recommendations include updates to VISION 2040, Transportation 2040 or the Regional Economic Strategy?

The focus of the Growing Transit Communities Strategy is to develop tools and resources to help carry out existing
regional policy. One first step will be integrating regional data and tools developed under this grant with the minor
update to Transportation 2040 currently underway. As implementation of the Strategy proceeds in the coming years,
PSRC may consider further refining or adding detail to its policies and plans to advance regional goals for transit
communities. Any such amendments or policy changes will be subject to PSRC board approval.

Will the Growing Transit Communities Strategy affect project funding or plan certification through PSRC?

Transportation project funding can be an effective tool to support transit communities in the region. The Partnership
has identified key infrastructure needs as well as opportunities to reward implementation of best practices
throughout the region. The Strategy suggests adding greater detail or additional points to the current funding criteria
used for competitive regionally-managed transportation funds or refinements to the local comprehensive plan
certification review criteria. Adoption of changes to project funding or plan certification criteria would be subject to
PSRC board approval.

What is the timeline for implementation?

The Partnership’s Oversight Committee has authorized release of the draft Growing Transit Communities Strategy for
public comment in May 2013, with final adoption scheduled for summer 2013. Growing Transit Communities staff will
work with Consortium Members and other regional partners on the Regional Compact and the Local Implementation
Agreements through the end of 2013. Looking beyond the end of the grant period in early 2014, implementation will
continue through regional and local work plans.

Growing TFaNS;it.

< Gommunities
For more information, please contact Program Manager Ben Bakkenta at 206-971-3286 or bbakkenta@psrc.org.
April 29, 2013
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City Council Meeting

Meeting Date: 01/13/2015
Time: 15 Minutes
Submitted By: Michael Clugston

Department: Planning
Type: Forward to Consent

Information

Subject Title
Review of Shaw Lane final plat at 8620 218th St. (File # PLN20120043)

Recommendation

Review final plat documents and, since the plat meet the requirements, provide direction to schedule
approval of the Shaw Lane Final Plat as a January 20 Consent Calendar item. Alternatively, the Council
may direct it to be on the regular January 20 Council agenda for action.

Previous Council Action

None

Narrative

Final plats are Type IV-A decisions made by Council according to Chapters 20.01 and 20.75 ECDC. If
the Council finds that the public use and interest will be served by the proposed subdivision and that all
requirements of the preliminary approval have been met, the final plat shall be approved and the mayor
and city clerk shall sign the statement of city council approval on the final plat. Council approval of the
final plat constitutes acceptance of all dedications shown on the final plat.

Echelbarger Investments received preliminary plat approval, with conditions, for the six-lot Shaw Lane
plat on March 28, 2013. The Hearing Examiner's decision and the associated staff report are included as
Exhibits 1 and 2. The approved preliminary plat can be seen at Attachment 2 of Exhibit 2 and the
conditions of approval at page 9 of Exhibit 1. A private cul-de-sac road (86th Place West) was proposed
by the applicant along with internal sidewalks, a stormwater detention vault, and frontage improvements
at 218th Street.

Following preliminary approval, the applicant received approval of civil subdivision improvement plans
on February 24, 2014. Those plans are attached as Exhibit 3.

The final plat for Shaw Lane is attached as Exhibit 4. As a condition of preliminary approval, a 10-foot
street dedication was required on the south side of 218th Street to increase the right-of-way to 50 feet in
that location. This can be seen on Sheet 2. In addition, an easement is granted to the City of Edmonds to
allow inspection of the stormwater facility on Lot 1. The private road and other facilities will be
maintained by a homeowners association established by the applicant. A copy of the Conditions,
Covenants and Restrictions documents is included as Exhibit 5.

Echelbarger Investments submitted a cover letter with the final plat indicating they have satisfied all of
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the requirements of the preliminary plat approval (Exhibit 6). Staff has verified that most of the
construction improvements have been completed, but not all (Exhibit 7). A performance bond in the
amount of $273,722.42 has been posted to ensure completion of all public right-of-way and private
stormwater improvements consistent with the approved plans, City codes and standards. Prior to
recording of the plat, all required improvements shall be constructed and accepted by the City or an
additional performance bond will need to be posted to reflect the cost of all required improvements. This
performance bond would provide surety that all required improvements would be completed within 12
months of recording of the plat. Upon completion of the required improvements, maintenance bonds will
be posted as required.

At this time, a draft approval resolution is being reviewed by the City Attorney. The final resolution will
be attached to the January 20 agenda memo as will a copy of the final plat documents with the required
City approvals.

Attachments
Exhibit 1 - Hearing Examiner's preliminary plat decision

Exhibit 2 - Preliminary plat staff report and attachments
Exhibit 3 - Shaw Lane civils

Exhibit 4 - Shaw Lane final plat

Exhibit 5 - Shaw Lane CCRs

Exhibit 6 - Final cover letter

Exhibit 7 - Engineering memo

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

City Clerk Scott Passey 01/08/2015 07:01 AM

Mayor Dave Earling 01/08/2015 11:13 AM

Finalize for Agenda Scott Passey 01/08/2015 11:18 AM

Form Started By: Michael Clugston Started On: 01/06/2015 08:59 AM

Final Approval Date: 01/08/2015
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HEARING EXAMINER
BEFORE THE HEARING EXAMINER FOR THE CITY OF EDMONDS

/’7(:_ 189Q

Phil Olbrechts, Hearing Examiner

RE: Shaw Lane Plat

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS
Preliminary Plat OF LAW AND FINAL DECISION

PLN20120043

INTRODUCTION

The applicant is proposing a six lot preliminary plat for a 1.45 acre parcel located at 8620
218" St. SW. The proposed preliminary plat is approved subject to conditions.

ORAL TESTIMONY

Mike Clugston, Edmonds planner, stated that the Staff Report recommended the subdivision,
six lots on 1.45 acres on 218" Street, be approved with an addition. The general area is zoned
as RS-8, which means lots have to be a minimal 1,000 square feet. The ground is generally
level, and there is residential landscaping grass. The lot layout itself is shown in attachment
two of the staff report, in which you can see six lots with a proposed private road off 218"
Street Southwest that the owners would access.

Mr. Clugston explained that, with respect to the comprehensive plan, the site is designated as
single-family urban one, and that portion in the comprehensive plan identifies large lots like
this one that have been redeveloped over time, met new zoning requirements, and been
approved. An environmental review was required, and the applicant submitted a checklist.
On February 28, the city issued a determination of non-significance based on the fact that
there were not going to be any environmental impacts that could not be adequately mitigated
with the existing development regulations. The lots also need to comply with zoning
ordinance ECDC 16.20, the single-family zoning chapter, and he said each proposed lot
meets the requirements for lot area as well as lot width, which is in page four of the staff
report. Setbacks and structural lot coverage will be determined going forward, and this is
summarized on pages four and five of the staff report.

Exhibit 1
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Mr. Clugston said the plat must meet with the subdivision requirements of ECDC
20.75; there are four criteria that need to be met. The first is whether the proposed
subdivision retains environmental resources. In this case, the area is fairly level, and
there are no steep slopes, streams, wetlands, etc.; the only environmental futures on
the sites are the existing trees. Additionally, plans concerning storm water will be
submitted after the preliminary development plan is approved, and attachment seven
contains the engineering requirements for storm water as well as the road, sidewalks,
etc. Improvements will include new sidewalks built to code, and the proposed private
road will meet the same requirements.

Mr. Clugston testified that, as far as critical areas, the area is largely vacant, and in
2012 a waiver was granted from further critical area study, because as he noted
above, the area does not contain any steep slopes, streams, wetlands, etc. The city is
required to give public notice for Type IIIB permits such as this, and notice of this
application was given on January 9, 2013 and notice of the hearing was given on
February 28, 2013. The city received three comments from the public regarding the
development plan. The first, from Mary Olsen, was concerned about whether 218"
street could handle additional cars given the width of the street as well as the lack of
sidewalks and of storms drains. He noted that the lots would actually improve the
area by adding sidewalks on the street. The city received other comments from two
families across the street from the plat, the Connelly’s and Pat Helper, regarding the
trees on the eastern portion of the plot that they wanted to be removed. Generally, the
city likes to remove as few trees as possible. In this case, however, the trees adjacent
to the Connelly property are becoming hazards, and the trees adjacent to the Helper
property are on the property line, thus these trees could be removed if the Hearing
Examiner believes that is reasonable.

When Hearing Examiner asked, Mr. Clugston clarified that schools were located to
the east of the subdivision. Because the schools were within one mile, students would
have to walk. 218" Sireet is a little dicey because there were not crosswalks or
sidewalks until 84™ Street. The lots have requirement improvement on the frontage,
but the rest of the frontage until 218™ Street meets 84™ Street is pretty much open
ditch and a narrow paved area that is dicey for students to walk; this is about a block,
or three hundred feet.

The Hearing Examiner asked whether the trees would become more dangerous in the
case that the development removed root support or something along those lines. Mr.
Clugston explained that, normally, the city would try to retain trees on the property
line, and roots would be protected during development. The Hearing Examiner asked
why the proposed road is private rather than public. Mr. Clugston was not aware why
the proposed road is private rather than public, but said that information should be in
the Public Works Standards.

Jean McConnell, engineering program manager, testified that there is no specific
language in the Public Works section in the code that talks about when the road
would or would not be dedicated to the city. Staff determined there was not a need for

Subdivision p.2 Findings, Conclusions and Decision

Packet Page 182 of 586




(AT S VS N ]

o 0 g O

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

public utilities in that area, because the lot owners could maintain the scwer system,
the water system, and the storm system, and the fire department determined that the
road did not require a hydrant. She added that specific concerns about private roads
have not been brought to the city before, and, because the city has limited resources
for roads, having a road be public is not necessarily a guarantee that the road will be
any better maintained than one under private control.

In response to further examiner questions, Mr. McConnell said that smaller
subdivisions are not required to have a circular cul-de-sac; you only have to have a
circular one if there are at least ten lots. In the planned subdivision for six lots, most
vehicles, including a fire vehicle, should be able to turn around easily by backing up.

Applicant

Mr. Todd Echelbarger, Echelbarger Investments, stated that he concurs with the Staff
Report and the recommendations for approval. He said that, as far as trees are
concerned with the neighbours, there would be no problem to remove those.
Additionally, the private road is built to the exact same standard as a public road.

Public Comment

Mr. Michael Connelly said that his family lives adjacent to the southeast corner of the
property, and he was the one that submitted the comment to the city about two trees
that he wants to be removed. He explained that the trees have been topped previously,
but they have multiple branches, and the one nearest to their house has already caused
damage with falling debris, and the other one is equally in bad shape. He brought
photographs. He said his family is fine with the project; they simply want to feel a
little safer in their home.

Mr. Alan Rutledge asked about the house removal and whether that was one hundred
percent certain.

Staff Rebuttal

Mr. Clugston stated that they have proposed to remove the house.

EXHIBITS

Attachments 1-21 identified at page 10 of the staff report were admitted into the
record as Exhibits 1-21. In addition, the following exhibits were also admitted during
the hearing:

Exhibit 22 A letter from PUD dated March 6,2013
Exhibit 23 Photographs from Mr. Connelly featuring the trees closest to his house

Subdivision p. 3 Findings, Conclusions and Decision
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FINDINGS OF FACT

Procedural:
1. Applicant. The applicant is Eichelbarger Investment LL.C.
2. Hearing. The Hearing Examiner conducted a hearing on the application

on March 14, 2013 at 3:00 p.m. at the Edmonds Public Safety

Council Chambers.

Substantive:

Complex in the

3. Site/Proposal Description. The applicant is proposing a six lot preliminary
plat for a 1.45 acre parcel located at 8620 218th St. SW. The subject site is generally
level. Vegetation on the parcel consists of typical residential landscaping, including
grass, ornamental trees, and shrubs . There are also a number of larger evergreen and
deciduous trees on the parcel which contribute to a mature site appearance.

The following table summarizes the minimum required lot area for newly
created parcels inthe RS-8 zone (insquare feet):

Required Proposed Proposed
Lot Area Gross Net
Lot 8,000 9,976 9,976
‘Lot2 8,000 8,170 8,170
Lot 3 8,000 9,909 9,909
Lot4 8,000 9,555 9,555
Lot5 8,000 8,475 8,475
Lot 8,000 8,257 8,257
Tract
999 - - 7,070

The following table summarizes the
RS-8 zone (distances in feet):

minimum required lot width for parcels inthe

Réquired Proposed o
Lot Width Lot Width
Lot 1 70 86
Lot2 70 86
Lot3 70 815
Lot4 70 81.5
Lot5 70 87
Lots 70 87
Subdivision p. 4 Findings, Conclusions and Decision
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4. Characteristics of the Area. The subject property is surrounded by
similarly zoned and developed lots with the exception of the large church parcel to
the south.

S. Adverse Impacts. There are no significant adverse impacts created by the
proposal. There are no critical areas on or close to the project site.

Public concerns have been raised about the adequacy of SW 218", with assertions
agreed upon by staff that the road is narrow and that there are no sidewalks along
portions of the road, as discussed in more detail in FOF No. 6 below on walking
conditions to and from school. Sidewalks will be constructed along the frontage of
SW 218™ street that will provide for safe pedestrian passage at that location. As
noted in the staff report, the City cannot legally require the applicant to construct
sidewalks along other portions of SW 218" so that is the most that can be done to
address the situation.

A couple other adjoining property owners requested that trees be removed that are
located along their property line where it adjoins the proposal’s boundaries. From the
testimony provided by staff it does not appear that the proposal will be creating a
need to remove the trees by disrupting their root systems or otherwise making them
more dangerous or more of a nuisance to the adjoining property owners. Since the
City can only impose mitigation measures for adverse impacts created by the
proposal, the City cannot mandate the removal of the trees. However, to the extent
that the City’s tree retention requirements are read to encourage the retention of the
trees, this decision will authorize their removal. Given that the applicant has stated he
is willing to remove the trees, it appears likely that the adjoining property owners will
be accommodated. Impacts to infrastructure are addressed in FOF No. 6.

The staff report notes that there are no hazardous conditions on the site and that views
will not be adversely affected by the proposal. There is no evidence or reasonable
inference that can be made to the contrary.

6. Adequacy of Infrastructure and Public Services. As conditioned by this decision,
adequate infrastructure will serve development as follows:

* Drainage: The city’s drainage standards impose detailed requirements that
mandate that the development maintain pre-development off-site stormwater flow
volumes and velocities. Consequently, no adverse impacts to adjoining properties are
anticipated. A preliminary drainage assessment, Ex. 8, has been completed for the
project and reviewed by engineering staff. This preliminary assessment helps assure
that the general preliminary plat design can accommodate the stormwater facilities
necessary to control drainage and more detailed engineering and construction of
required improvements will be installed prior to approval of the final plat. The

Subdivision p.5 Findings, Conclusions and Decision
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assessment proposes an underground wet vault in the northwest corner of the plat that
will provide controlled release of the developed runoff into an existing public
stormwater system on 218" SW. Runoff from 218" frontage improvements will be
discharged into a new catch basin along 218"

* Transportation: The proposal will generate 6 pm peak hour trips. Impacts to the
transportation system will be addressed by imposition of a traffic impact fee that
comes due at building permit issuance. Frontage improvements along 218" include
dedication of a ten foot wide right of way, the widening of 218" to provide for a
minimum 11-foot wide travel lane in the eastbound direction and installation of curb,
gutter and sidewalks. The interior access road will be a private road paved 20 feet in
width along with curb, gutter and sidewalks. No off-site traffic improvements were
found necessary for the proposal, which is consistent with the low trip generation of
the proposal,

*  Parks and Open Space: No open or park space is required for the proposal and the
City also currently has no park impact fee. Without any evidence in the record of any
demand created for parks or open space by the proposal, no parks or open space
mitigation can be required.

° Water and Sewer: The environmental checklist reveals that water and sewer
service will be provided by the City of Edmonds. The staff report does not identify
whether there is adequate capacity to serve the proposed development, but given its
small scale it is safe to presume that is the case. The City Engineer’s report includes
requirements, imposed by this decision, for the installation of an on-site sewer and
water system with stub outs to each lot. Water and sewer general facility charges will
ensure that the proposal will pay its fair share of capital costs to the City’s sewer and
water infrastructure.

* Schools and Sidewalks: The subject parcel is primarily served by three area
public schools: Chase Lake Elementary School, College Place Middle School, and
Edmonds-Woodway High School. The staff report does not identify whether there are
sufficient school facilities to serve the proposal, but the demand for schools created
by the proposal is small enough that no specific assessment is necessary.

All three schools are within a 1-mile walking distance of the site. There are no
existing sidewalks on the portion of 218th Street between 88th and 84th Avenues
West. However, crosswalks are available at 218th and 84th and there are sidewalks
on the east side of 84th Street north to Chase Lake and on to Edmonds-Woodway and
College Place. As previously noted, the absence of sidewalks along portions of 218"
Street is a problem. The 25 mph speed limit will reduce the hazard to a degree for
children walking to and from school. Beyond this, the City cannot require the
applicant to provide for any sidewalks beyond the frontage of the project without
providing specific evidence of pedestrian trip generation beyond the frontage unless a
showing is made that the applicant’s proportionate share contribution to pedestrian
facilities exceeds its frontage improvements. No such evidence is in the record. See

Subdivision p. 6 Findings, Conclusions and Decision
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Burton v. Clark County, 91 Wn. App. 505, 516-17 (1998) (government has the burden
of proof in establishing nexus/proportionality for development exactions).

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Procedural:

1. Authority of Hearing Examiner. ECDC 20.01.003 provides the Hearing
Examiner with the authority to hold a hearing and issue a final decision on
preliminary subdivision applications, classifying them as Type I-B applications.
Substantive:

2. Zoning Designation. The subject property is zoned Single-Family
Residential (RS-8).

3. Review Criteria and Application. Chapter 20.75 ECDC governs the
review criteria for subdivisions. Relevant criteria are quoted below and applied
through corresponding conclusions of law.

ECDC 20.75.085(A): Environmental.

1. Where environmental resources exist, such as Irees, streams, ravines or wildlife
habitats, the proposal shall be designed to minimize significant adverse impacts to
the resources. Permanent restrictions may be imposed on the proposal to avoid
impact.

2. The proposal shall be designed to minimize grading by using shared driveways
and by relating street, house site and lot placement to the existing fopography.

3. Where conditions exist which could be hazardous to the Juture residents of the
land to be divided, or to nearby residents or property, such as flood plains, steep
slopes or unstable soil or geologic conditions, a subdivision of the hazardous land
shall be denied unless the condition can be permanently corrected, consistent with
paragraphs A(1) and (2) of this section.

4. The proposal shall be designed fo minimize off-site impacts on drainage, views
and so forth.

4. The criterion is satisfied. As determined in F inding of Fact No 5, as conditioned
there are no significant adverse environmental impacts associated with the project and
there are no environmental resources on or near the site. The site is fairly level so
extensive grading will not be necessary. As determined in Finding of Fact No. 5, there
are no adverse view impacts created by the proposal and the project site has no
hazardous conditions. A preliminary drainage plan was submitted with the

Subdivision p.7 Findings, Conclusions and Decision
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preliminary plat, Ex 8 and as determined in FOF No. 6 the proposed drainage facilities
have been determined to be adequate.

ECDC 20.75.085(B): Lot and Street Layout.

1. Lots shall be designed to contain a usable building area. If the building area
would be difficult to develop, the lot shall be redesigned or eliminated, unless
special conditions can be imposed on the approval which will ensure that the
lot is developed properly.

2. Lots shall not front on highways, arterials or collector streets unless there is
no other feasible access. Special access provisions, such as shared driveways,
turnarounds or frontage streets may be required to minimize traffic hazards.

3. Each lot shall meet the applicable dimensional requirements of the zoning
ordinance.

4. Pedestrian walks or bicycle paths shall be provided to serve schools, parks,
public facilities, shorelines and streams where street access is not adequate.

5. As determined in FOF No. 3 all proposed lots meet the dimensional
requirements of the RS-8 zoning code. Each lot contains a buildable area as is
readily evident from the plat map, Ex. 19, and the fact that the project site is flat
without any environmental constraints. The lots do not front on any highways,
arterials or collector streets. As noted in Finding of Fact No. 3, sidewalks will be
located along the street frontage of the subdivision as well as the sole interior
private road.

ECDC 20.75.085(C): Dedications.

1. The city council may require dedication of land in the proposed subdivision
Jor public use.

2. Only the city council may approve a dedication of park land to satisfy the
requirements of ECDC 20.75.090. The council may request a review and written
recommendation from the planning advisory board.

3. Any approval of a subdivision shall be conditioned on appropriate dedication

of land for streets, including those on the official street map and the preliminary
plat.

10. The City Engineer's Report, Ex. 7, requires a 10-foot street dedication is required
on the south side of 218th Street SW ECDC 20.75.085(C)(1) only expressly

Subdivision p. 8 Findings, Conclusions and Decision
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authorizes the City Council to require dedication of land for public use. The project
is conditioned on staff consulting with the City Attorney to determine whether
Council authorization is necessary for the dedication of the 78" P1. W,

ECDC 20.75.085(D): Improvements.

1. Improvements which may be required, but are not limited to, streets, curbs,
pedestrian walks and bicycle paths, sidewalks, street landscaping, water lines,
sewage systems, drainage systems and underground utilities.

2. The person or body approving a subdivision shall determine the improvements
necessary to meet the purposes and requirements of this chapter, and the
requirements of:

a. ECDC Title 18, Public Works Requirements;
b. Chapter 19.75, Fire Code, as to fire hydrants, water supply and access.

This determination shall be based on the recommendations of the community
development director, the public works director, and the fire chief.

11. The project has undergone extensive review by the community
development director, the public works director (specifically engineering) and Fire
District No. 1. A number of improvements have been recommended as a result of
this review and they have been incorporated into the conditions of approval and have
been found to provide for adequate public infrastructure in FOF No. 6. Further, since
RCW 58.17.110 (applicable to short plats via RCW 58.17.060) mandates that
preliminary short plats may not be approved absent a finding of adequate
infrastructure, the criterion above is broadly construed to require the findings required
by RCW 58.17.110 and those findings are made as detailed in FOF No. 6.

ECDC 20.75.085(E): Flood Plain Management. All subdivision proposals shall
comply with the criteria set forth in the Edmonds Community Development Code for
Sflood plain management.

12. This project is not in a FEMA-designated flood plain.

DECISION

All subdivision criteria are met and the subdivision is approved, subject to the
following conditions:

1. City staff shall confer with the City Attorney to determine whether ECDC
20.75.085(C)(1) requires Council approval of all subdivision dedications. If

Subdivision p.9 Findings, Conclusions and Decision
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so, the dedications required of the plat shall be submitted to the City Council
for approval.

2. The applicant is authorized to remove trees along its shared boundaries with
the Connelly and Hepler properties.

3. Where located within a required setback, the top of any rockery or retaining
wall shall be no more than 3 feet above original grade without an approved
variance. This feature shall be shown on the civil improvement plans, with
the top of the wall and the original grade noted at 30-foot intervals along the
length of the wall.

4. Those trees of concern along the eastern property line of proposed Lots 4-
6 may be shown as 'to be removed during plat development' on the civil
improvement plans when they are submitted for City review and approval.
All retained trees on the site must be protected in accordance with ECDC
18.45.050 .

5. The Applicant must apply for review and approval of civil subdivision
improvement plans. In preparing these plans, the Applicant must address
and comply with the Engineering Division conditions listed "Required as a
Condition of Subdivision" on Attachment 7. The required documents and
applicable fees may be submitted to the Engineering Division.

6. Prior to final plat recording, the Applicant must complete the following
requirements :

a. Install any approved civil subdivision -improvements or provide a
bond for their completion.

b. Make the following revisions to the plat:

i. Add to the face of the Plat: "Conditions of approval
must be met and can be found in the final approval
for the subdivision located in File No.
PLN20120043 in the City of Edmonds Planning
Division."

ii. Include on the plat all required information,
including owner's certification, hold harmless
agreement, staff's approval block, a plat declaration,
and dedications and maintenance provisions, as
appropriate.

iii. If setbacks are to be shown on the final plat, add the
following statement to the face of the plat:
“Setbacks shown are for reference only and vest no
right."

¢. Make sure all documents to be recorded meet the Snohomish
County Auditor's requirements for recording.

d. Submit two copies of the plat documents to be recorded for the
Planning and Engineering Divisions' approval.

Subdivision p. 10 Findings, Conclusions and Decision
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€. Submit an updated copy of the title report with the documents
proposed to be recorded.

Dated this 28th day of March, 2013.

P ————

< - et , T (’ ';:»;‘?
et T L/ /(fzf;/)&
Phil A. Olbrechts
Edmonds Hearing Examiner

Appeal Right and Valuation Notices

A party of record may submit a written appeal of a Type III-B decision within 14 days of
the date of issuance of the decision. The appeal will be heard at a closed record review
before the City Council according to the requirements of ECDC Chapter 20.07.

Affected property owners may request a change in valuation for property tax purposes
notwithstanding any program of revaluation.

Subdivision p. 11 Findings, Conclusions and Decision
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CITY OF EDMONDS

121 - 5TH AVENUE NORTH, EDMONDS, WA 98020

PLANNING DIVISION
FINDINGS AND STAFF RECOMMENDATION

To: Phil Olbrechts, Hearing Examiner

Wt U ;/7@”

From:

Mike Clugston,’AICP
Associate Planner

Report Date: March 6, 2013

File: PLN20120043 (Echelbarger’s Shaw Lane Plat)

Hearing Date: March 14, 2013 at 3:00PM

Council Chambers, Public Safety Building

250 5™ Avenue North, Edmonds, WA 98020

Applicant: Echelbarger Investments, LLC (Todd Echelbarger)

1. SUMMARY OF PROPOSED ACTION

The Applicant is proposing to subdivide a
1.45 acre lot addressed as 8620 218"
Street SW into six lots (Attachment 1).
The site is located in a Single-Family
Residential (RS-8) zone that allows lots
with a minimum area of 8,000 square
feet. The proposed lot layout is shown
on the preliminary plat map and
preliminary development plan
(Attachments 2 & 3). The existing house
on the parcel will be removed while a
short cul-de-sac road is proposed along
with related utilities. If preliminary
approval is granted, the Applicant must
submit for City approval of civil
improvement plans and then final plat

approval prior to obtaining building
permits for the new lots.

cioin 21 VY

£ = £
= a s
a . .3_:
g 8 2
8
sw 217TH ST SW
=
-
RS-8 a
b=
3
= 218TH___ST =SWe——
.; pe
a Site
87TH
RS-8
2=
= w =
i <>: Oiympic Baptist E.‘
T T Church
= = =
8 & | B
5 = — 220TH — ST SW

86TH PL W

Unincorporated Snohomish County

220THPL

City of Edmonds Zoning Map, April 17, 2012

Exhibit 2
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Echelbarger's Shaw Lane Plat
File No. PLN20120043
Page 2 of 11

Il GENERAL INFORMATION
A. Applicant: Echelbarger Investment, LLC (Todd Echelbarger)
B. Site Location: 8620 218" Street SW (Tax ID 27043000202800)

C. Request: To divide one lot with a total area of approximately 1.45 acres (63,440
square feet) into six lots in a Single-Family Residential (RS-8) zone.

D. Review Process: The Hearing Examiner conducts a public hearing and makes the

decision on preliminary plats as a Type IlI-B permit as set forth in ECDC 20.01.003.

E. Major Issues:

1.
2.

6.
7.

Compliance with the City of Edmonds Comprehensive Plan

Compliance with Edmonds Community Development Code (ECDC) Chapter
16.20, single-family residential zones.

Compliance with ECDC Title 18, public works requirements.

Compliance with ECDC Chapter 20.01, development permit review
requirements.

Compliance with ECDC Chapter 20.15A, environmental review.
Compliance with ECDC Chapter 20.75, subdivision requirements.
Compliance with ECDC Chapters 23.40, environmentally critical areas.

F. General Site Context:

1.

Setting. The subject property at 8620 218th Street SW is located in the Single-
Family Residential (RS-8) zone. It is surrounded by similarly zoned and
developed lots with the exception of the large church parcel to the south.

Topography and Vegetation. The subject site is generally level. Vegetation on
the parcel consists of typical residential landscaping, including grass, ornamental
trees, and shrubs. There are also a number of larger evergreen and deciduous
trees on the parcel which contribute to a mature site appearance.

Lot Layout. The proposed lot layout is shown on the preliminary plat map
(Attachment 2). The existing house and appurtenances will be removed from
the parcel. Each of the six new lots will access the proposed private plat road
(86th Place SW) which will intersect 218th Street SW.

l.  FINDINGS OF FACT

A. Compliance with the Comprehensive Plan

1.

The Comprehensive Plan contains the following goals and policies for Residential
Development which apply to redevelopment of the subject site which is
designated Single Family Urban 1:

Residential Development

B. Goal. High quality residential development which is appropriate to the diverse
lifestyle of Edmonds residents should be maintained and promoted. The
options available to the City to influence the quality of housing for all citizens
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Echelbarger’s Shaw Lane Plat
File No. PLN20120043
Page 3 of 11

should be approached realistically in balancing economic and aesthetic
consideration, in accordance with the following policies:

B.1. Encourage those building custom homes to design and construct
homes with architectural lines which enable them to harmonize with
the surroundings, adding to the community identity and desirability.

B.3. Minimize encroachment on view of existing homes by new
construction or additions fo existing structures.

B.4. Support retention and rehabilitation of older housing within Edmonds
whenever it is economically feasible.

B.5. Protect residential areas from incompatible land uses through the
careful control of other types of development and expansion based
upon the following principles:

B.5.a. Residential privacy is a fundamental protection to be upheld by
local government.

B.5.b. Traffic not directly accessing residences in a neighborhood must
be discouraged.

B.5.c. Stable property values must not be threatened by view, traffic or
land use encroachments.

B.5.d. Private property must be protected from adverse
environmental impacts of development including noise,
drainage, traffic, slides, efc.

B.6. Require that new residential development be compatible with the
natural constraints of slopes, soils, geology, vegetation and drainage.

2. Compliance with the Residential Development goals and policies.

The proposal involves dividing one large 1.45 acre lot into six single-family
residential building lots along with the construction of a road and sidewalks to
provide access to the lots. The new parcels will be able to support the
construction of six new homes thereby increasing the amount of available
housing within the City. At the same time, the natural environment presents
few constraints to the redevelopment of this site with the exception of the need
to remove trees. In the end, single family redevelopment compatible with that
of the surrounding area is envisioned in the Comprehensive Plan.

B. Compliance with ECDC 20.15A, Environmental Review

1. The applicant submitted an Environmental Checklist (Attachment 5) with the
preliminary plat application since the project proposes to create six residential
building lots (dwelling units). A Determination of Nonsignificance (DNS) was
issued by the City of Edmonds on February 28, 2013 (Attachment 6). The appeal
period expires on March 14, 2013; no appeals have been received as of the date
of this report. An Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) was not required for
the proposal because the impacts likely to occur due to the specific request
were determined not to be so significant and adverse that they could not be
adequately mitigated by the application of existing development regulations.

Both the applicant and the City have complied with the requirements of ECDC
20.15.A.
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C. Compliance with ECDC 16.20, the Zoning Ordinance

1. Lot and Street Layout

a. Each proposed lot must meet the dimensional requirements of the zoning
ordinance (ECDC 16.20.030). The proposed street must meet the
requirements found in ECDC 18.80. Compliance with street and associated
engineering requirements is further described in Attachments 7 - 9.

b. Lot area.

Echelbarger’s Shaw Lane Plat
File No. PLN20120043
Page 4 of 11

The following table summarizes the minimum required lot area for newly
created parcels in the RS-8 zone (in square feet):

Required Proposed Proposed

Lot Area Gross Net
Lot 1 8,000 9,976 9,976
Lot 2 8,000 8,170 8,170
Lot 3 8,000 9,909 9,909
Lot 4 8,000 9,555 9,555
Lot 5 8,000 8,475 8,475
Lot 6 8,000 8,257 8,257
Tract
999 - - 7,070

c. Lot width.

The following table summarizes the minimum required lot width for parcels
in the RS-8 zone (distances in feet):

Required Proposed
Lot Width Lot Width
Lot 1 70 86
Lot 2 70 86
Lot 3 70 81.5
Lot 4 70 81.5
Lot 5 70 87
Lot 6 70 87
2. Setbacks

a. Setbacks are ultimately confirmed at building permit. However, based on
the development standards for the RS-8 zone, setbacks for the lots should be
as follows (distances in feet):
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Echelbarger’s Shaw Lane Plat
File No. PLN20120043

Page 5of 11
Lot North East South West
Type property line | property line | propertyline | property line
lot1l Corner 25 25 7.5 7.5
Lot 2 Interior 7.5 25 7.5 15
Lot 3 | lrregular 25’ from 25’ from
turnaround; | turnaround;
7.5 forthe | 7.5 for the 15 75
rest rest
Lot 4 | Irregular 25’ from 25’ from
turnaround; turnaround;
7.5 for the 7:5 15 7.5’ for the
rest rest
Lot 5 Interior 7.5 25 7.5 15
Lot 6 Corner 25 7.5 7.5 25

3. Structural Lot Coverage

Since the existing structures on the parcel will be removed as part of this
project, the newly created lots will all have zero structural lot coverage prior to
development. Any future buildings or structures will be allowed to cover no
more than 35% of each lot. According to ECDC 21.15.110, “coverage means the
total ground coverage of all buildings or structures on a site measured from the
outside of external walls or supporting members or from a point 2.5 feet in from
the outside edge of a cantilevered roof, whichever covers the greatest area.”
This will be verified through building permits.

D. Compliance with ECDC 20.75, the Subdivision Ordinance
1. Environmental resources

a.

The subdivision chapter, ECDC 20.75.085, states that a proposed subdivision
should be designed to minimize significant adverse impacts where
environmental resources exist (such as trees, sfreams, ravines, or wildlife
habitats). The existing trees on the site are environmental resources.
According to ECDC 18.45.050, trees should be retained to the maximum
extent feasible and retained trees must be protected during development.

The site is fairly level but the installation of the plat road, construction of the
rockery at the southwest corner of the parcel, and grading for eventual
building pads will result in grading of approximately 5,000 cubic yards of cut
and an equal amount of fill.

No potentially hazardous conditions are known to exist at the site. The
proposed project is not located in an identified floodplain.

A stormwater management plan must be submitted to the Engineering
Division during the civil improvement phase of the project and then when
individual building permits are applied for at this site. Any proposed
development on the parcels must be designed to meet current code and
minimize off-site stormwater impacts.
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e. No views will be impacted by the construction of the proposed plat.

2. Dedications

A 10-foot street dedication is required on the south side of 218" Street SW
(Attachment 7). The proposed internal plat road (86th Place West) will be a
private road and not dedicated to the City.

Improvements

Attachment 7 summarizes the civil improvements that are required as part of
the proposed plat. Improvements include upgrading the section of 218" Street
SW adjacent to the plat with curb, gutter and sidewalk. The proposed plat road
and turnaround must be constructed to City standards even though the road
and its maintenance will remain private. New water and sewer lines must be
installed for each lot along with a stormwater system for the plat. Separate civil
improvement plans must be reviewed and approved by the City prior to any
subdivision-related construction at the site.

Safe walk provisions

The subject parcel is primarily served by three area public schools: Chase Lake
Elementary School, College Place Middle School, and Edmonds-Woodway High
School. According to information available on the Edmonds School District
website (accessed February 28, 2013), all three schools are within a 1-mile
walking distance of the site. There are no existing sidewalks on the portion of
218" Street between 88" and 84™ Avenues West. However, crosswalks are
available at 218" and 84" and there are sidewalks on the east side of 84" Street
north to Chase Lake and on to Edmonds-Woodway and College Place.

E. Compliance with ECDC 23.40, Environmentally Critical Areas

F.

1. Critical Areas File number: CRA20120092

As indicated in the referenced critical area determination, the property does not
contain and is not adjacent to any critical areas and thus was granted a ‘waiver’
from further critical area study.

Public Notice

The subject application was submitted on November 27, 2012 (Attachment 1) and
determined to be complete on December 26, 2012 (Attachment 10). On January 9,
2013, a notice of application (Attachment 11) was published in the Everett Herald
newspaper and posted at the subject site, as well as the other locations (the Public
Safety Building, City Hall, and the Edmonds Library). The notice was also mailed to
property owners within 300 feet of the site. On February 28, 2013, a SEPA
determination and notice of public hearing were published, posted and mailed in
the same manner as the original notice (Attachment 12). The City has complied
with the noticing provisions in ECDC 20.03.
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G. Comments

1. Technical Comments

Five groups reviewed and commented on this preliminary plat: the Public Works
and Parks and Recreation Departments, the Planning and Engineering Divisions,
and Fire District #1 (Attachment 13). The Parks Department had no concerns
with the project. The Fire District requested a fire hydrant be located near the
entrance to the proposed plat; the requirement is noted in Attachment 7.

Public Works submitted joint comments with the Engineering Division, who
requested additional information and changes to be shown on the Preliminary
Development Plan. Planning also requested clarification regarding the proposed
clearing as well as the western rockery (Attachment 10). Updated preliminary
plan sheets were submitted by the Applicant on January 9, 2013 and February 8,
2013 which resolved staff concerns (Attachments 2 — 4).

2. Public Comments

Three public comments were received about this proposal. Mary Olson (21704
85" Place W) had concerns regarding traffic and whether 218" Street could
safely handle the current number of cars and pedestrians, let alone additional
trips generated by the proposed development (Attachment 14). Michael and
Jean Connelly (8612 218" Street SW) as well as Pat Hepler (8606 218" Street
SW) were concerned about some existing trees on the site (Attachments 15 &
16). While staff’s response to the comments is below, the Applicant has also
reached out to the neighbors in order to try to address their concerns
(Attachment 17).

Staff response:

Regarding the traffic and pedestrian situation on 218" Street, as Mrs. Olson
rightly notes, the road is narrower than ideal and not very pedestrian-friendly
due to the lack of sidewalks and the presence of open ditches along the road.
That said, speeds on 218" Street are limited to 25 MPH and there is no center
striping between 84" and 92" Avenues which serves to make drivers more
cautious when travelling the road due to uncertainty of lane location.

With respect to the proposed development, the length of 218" Street adjacent
to the plat must be improved with additional paving as well as curb, gutter and
sidewalk (proposed Condition of Approval #3). But, by law, the City cannot
require additional improvements beyond the extent of the plat. As other lots on
218" Street are redeveloped, however, similar right-of-way improvements will
be required by the City. Such areas may also be identified for future upgrade as
part of the City’s Capital Improvement Program.

The neighbors immediately east of the proposed project (Connelley and Hepler)
were concerned about a number of large trees adjacent to their lots within the
proposed development which they feel should be removed due to safety and
encroachment concerns. According to the Edmonds Community Development
Code (ECDC 18.45.050.B), “[t]rees shall be retained to the maximum extent
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feasible.” Attachment 4 shows the Applicant’s proposed clearing plan. Usually,
those trees located where the road and other utilities are to be located or
where grading is proposed may be removed as part of the subdivision process
(the final clearing plan is reviewed and approved during the civil improvement
phase of the project). Those trees near the eastern property line of the subject
site would typically be retained. In this case, however, since Connelly and
Hepler have concerns about the location of specific trees in the area and the
Applicant has been in contact with them about the trees, additional
consideration is warranted.

The trees in question can be seen on the photos included as Attachment 18
(view is looking south, Hepler’s is just above the number ‘218’, Connelly’s is
toward the middle of the oblique photo — Hepler’s is seen in the street view).
The evergreens adjacent to the Hepler’s property are mature and encroaching
over the property line anywhere from 5 to 20 feet based on the location of the
cyclone fence. While Hepler is probably within his rights to maintain the
encroaching trees on his side of the property line (approximately the fence),
trimming the trees from the fence all the way to their tops would result in
seriously disfigured and damaged trees.

The trees described by the Connellys are near the southeast corner of the
subject site and would appear to have been topped or otherwise poorly
maintained over the years. While the City’s goal is to maintain as many trees as
possible, there are instances where tree retention is not feasible; for example,
where trees are encroaching into a neighboring yard or where past maintenance
(or lack thereof) has caused a potentially hazardous situation. As a result, those
trees described by the Connellys and Mr. Hepler along the eastern property line
of the subject site may be shown as ‘to be removed’ on the clearing plan
submitted with the civil improvement documents as noted in proposed
Condition #2.

RECOMMENDATION ON THE PRELIMINARY PLAT

Based upon the Findings of Fact and Attachments submitted with the application and
during the comment period, the following is the recommendation of the City of
Edmonds Planning Division:

The preliminary plat should be APPROVED with the following conditions:

1. Where located within a required setback, the top of any rockery or retaining
wall shall be no more than 3 feet above original grade without an approved
variance. This feature shall be shown on the civil improvement plans, with the
top of the wall and the original grade noted at 30-foot intervals along the length
of the wall.

2. Those trees of concern along the eastern property line of proposed Lots 4 — 6
may be shown as ‘to be removed during plat development’ on the civil
improvement plans when they are submitted for City review and approval. All
retained trees on the site must be protected in accordance with ECDC
18.45.050.
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3. The Applicant must apply for review and approval of civil subdivision
improvement plans. In preparing these plans, the Applicant must address the
Engineering Division conditions listed “Required as a Condition of Subdivision”
on Attachment 7. The required documents and applicable fees may be
submitted to the Engineering Division.

4. Prior to final plat recording, the Applicant must complete the following
requirements:

a. Install any approved civil subdivision improvements or provide a bond for
their completion.

b. Make the following revisions to the plat:

1) Add to the face of the Plat: “Conditions of approval must be met and can
be found in the final approval for the subdivision located in File No.
PLN20120043 in the City of Edmonds Planning Division.”

2) Include on the plat all required information, including owner’s
certification, hold harmless agreement, staff’s approval block, a plat
declaration, and dedications and maintenance provisions, as appropriate.

3) If setbacks are to be shown on the final plat, add the following statement
to the face of the plat: “Setbacks shown are for reference only and vest
no right.”

c. Make sure all documents to be recorded meet the Snohomish County
Auditor’s requirements for recording.

d. Submit two copies of the plat documents to be recorded for the Planning
and Engineering Divisions’ approval.

e. Submit an updated copy of the title report with the documents proposed to
be recorded.

RECONSIDERATION AND APPEAL

A party of record may submit a written statement requesting reconsideration of the
Hearing Examiner’s decision within 10 days of the date of issuance of the decision in
accordance with ECDC 20.06.010. Reconsideration is not a condition precedent to any
appeal and shall be limited to errors of procedure, law, fact, or judgment, and/or the
discovery of new evidence that was not known and could not have been discovered in
the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time of the decision.

A party of record may submit a written appeal of a Type lli-B decision within 14 days of
the date of issuance of the decision. The appeal will be heard at a closed record review
before the City Council according to the requirements of ECDC Chapter 20.07.

LAPSE OF APPROVAL

Section 20.075.100 states, “Approval of a preliminary plat or preliminary short plat shall
expire and have no further validity at the end of five years, unless the applicant has
acquired final plat or final short plat approval within the five-year period.” However,
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Echelbarger’s Shaw Lane Plat
File No. PLN20120043
Page 10 of 11
the State has provided additional time due to the economic downturn as indicated in
RCW 58.17.140(3). This subsection extends the validity of preliminary plat approval for
seven years if the date of preliminary plat approval is on or before December 31, 2014.

NOTICE TO COUNTY ASSESSOR

The property owner may, as a result of the decision rendered by the staff, request a
change in the valuation of the property by the Snohomish County Assessor’s Office.

ATTACHMENTS

Land use application and title report
Preliminary plat map, revision 1/9/13
Preliminary development plan, revision 2/8/13
Preliminary clearing plan, revision 1/9/13
Environmental checklist, prepared 11/13/12
SEPA DNS, issued 2/26/13
Engineering requirements, dated 2/28/13
Preliminary drainage assessment, dated November 2012
Traffic impact worksheet, received 11/27/12
. Letter of complete application, 12/26/12
. Notice of application, 1/9/13
. Notice of SEPA determination and public hearing, 2/28/13
. Departmental comment forms
. Comment from Mary Olson
. Comment from Michael and Jean Connelly
. Comment from Pat Hepler
. Response to comments by Echelbarger Investments, LLC
. Oblique aerial photo from Bing.com/maps and street view from Google Earth
(accessed 3/4/13)
19. Preliminary plat map (large format), revision 1/9/13
20. Preliminary development plan (large format), revision 2/8/13
21. Preliminary clearing plan (large format), revision 1/9/13

T )
VNV D WNRO

PARTIES OF RECORD

Jeffrey Treiber
Lovell-Sauerland & Assoc.
19217 36" Ave. W, Suite 106
Lynnwood, WA 98036

Planning Division
Engineering Division
Todd Echelbarger Marv Ol

ary Olson
Echelbarger Investment, LLC 91704 85" Place W

4001 198" St. SW, Suite 2 Edmonds. WA 98026
Lynnwood, WA 98036
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. Pat Hepler
Michael & Jean Connelly 8606 218" Street SW
8612 218  Street SW Edmonds, WA 98026
Edmonds, WA 98026
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_ RECEIVED
City -of Edmonds NOV 27 2012

Land Use Application  peyeiopuent services
: COUNTER

' ARCHITECTURAL DESIGN REVIEW FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

1 COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT :

i CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT Fre# 9ol 6043 zone. LS -

U HOME OCCUPATION DATE_1\-97-> __ RecpBY_Kernen
K FORMAL SUBDIVISION ) ( )
3 SHORT SUBDIVISION FEE&—L'—L—E’_‘____* RECEIPT#

O LOT LTNE ADJUSTMENT HEARING DATE

T PLANNED RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT

0 OFFICIAL STREET MAP AMENDMENT - | OHE OSTarF  OPB  DADB  OCC
' STREET VACATION

7 REZONE

1 SHORELINE PERMIT

T VARIANCE / REASONABLE USE EXCEPTION

O OTHER:

© PLEASE NOTE THAT ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED WITHIN THE APPLICATION IS A PUBLIC RECORD ©
PROPERTY ADDRESS OR LLOCATION 8620 218th Street S.W.

PROJECT NAME (IF APPLICABLE) _Echelbarger's Shaw Lane

PROPERTY OWNER Echelbarger investments, LLC PHONE# 425-673-1100

ADDRESS 4001 198th Street S.W., Suite 2, Lynnwood, Washington 98036

E-MAIL Todd@Echelbarger.com FAX # 425-673-1109

TAX ACCOUNT # _ 27043000202800 SEC. 30 Twp. _27 RnG._ 4

DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT OR PROPOSED USE (ATTACH COVER LETTER AS NECESSARY) instant proposal is a six lot
subdivision for the construction of six new homes. The existing residence will be demolished.

DESCRIBE HOW THE PROJECT MEETS APPLICABLE CODES (ATTACH COVER LETTER AS NECESSARY) Ali new lots will
meet the requirements of the RS-8 zone in which the project is located. Access and utilities will be provided for each lot in

accordance with adopted City reguiations.

APPLICANT Echelbarger Investments, LLC PHONE# 425-673-1100

ADDRESS 4001 198th Street S.W., Suite 2, Lynnwood, Washington 98036

E-MAIL Todd@Echelbarger.com FAX# 425-673-1108

CONTACT PERSON/AGENT Lovell-Sauerland & Assoc., Inc. PHONE # _425-775-1591
ADDRESS 19217 36th Avenue W., Suite 106, Lynnwood, Washington 98036

E-MAIL JeffT@lsaengineering.com Fax# NA

The undersigned applicant, and his/her/its heirs, and assigns, in consideration on the processing of the application agrees to
release, indemnify, defend and hold the City of Edmonds harmless from any and all damages, including reasonable attorney’s
fees, arising from any action or infraction based in whole or part upon false, misleading, inaccurate or incomplete information
furnished by the applicant, his/her/its agents or employees.

By my signature, 1 certify that the information and exhibits herewith submitted are true and correct to the best of my knowledge
and that | am authorized to file this application on the behalf of the owner as listed below.

SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT/AGENT __ Te— pate_|l-2c-2o12

Property Owner’s Authorization

I, Tcdd EC,\/LQUOQ( S (| \\AP , certify under the penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of
Washington that the following is a true and correct statement: I have authorized the above Applicant/Agent to apply for the
subject land use application, and grant my permission for the public officials and the staff of the City of Edmonds to enter the

subject property for the purposes of inspectio osﬂng%iant to this application.

SIGNATURE OF OWNER B s DATE,
Questions? Call (425) 771-0220. Attachment 1
Revised on 8/22/12 B - Land Use Application P LN 20 1 20043
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CAICAGO TITLE COMPANY
3002 COLBY AVENUE, RVERETT, WA 98201

PLAT CERTIFICATE
Order No.: 5260945C

Certificate for Filing Proposed Plat:

In the matter of the plat submitted for our approval, this Company has examined the records of the

County Auditor and County Clerk of SNOHOMISH County, Washington, and the records of the Clerk of the
United States Courts holding terms in said County, and from such examination hereby certifies that the title to
the following described land situate in said SNOHOMISH County, to-wit:

SEE SCHEDULE A (NEXT PAGE)

VESTED IN:

ECHELBARGER INVESTMENTS, LLC, A WASHINGTON LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY

27 2012
DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
COUNTER o
EXCEPTIONS:
SEE SCHEDULE B ATTACHED
CHARGE: TO FOLLOW
TAX:
Records examined to NOVEMBER 19, 2012 at 8:00 AM
CHICAGO TITLE CO
@ —
By I / /%/Z/;)
-~ k/ o
" JIM CLINE
’ Title Officer
(425)259-8223
PLATCRTA/RDA f0999
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"CHICAGO TITLE COMPANY

PLAT CERTIFICATE
SCHEDULE A

(Continued) Order No.: 5260945C

LEGAL DESCRIPTION

EAST HALF OF THE NORTH HALF OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF
THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 30, TOWNSHIP 27 NORTH, RANGE 4 EAST, W.M.,
RECORDS OF SNOHOMISH COUNTY, WASHINGTON;

EXCEPT COUNTY ROAD; AND

EXCEPT THE EAST 130.9 FEET THEREOF.

SITUATE IN THE COUNTY OF SNOHOMISH, STATE OF WASHINGTON.

PLATCRTL/RDA/09%9
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CHICAGO TITLE COMPANY

PLAT CERTIFICATE
SCHEDULE B

Order No.: 5260945C

This certificate does not insure against loss or damage by reason of the following exceptions:

GENERAL EXCEPTIONS:

A, Defects, liens, encumbrances, adverse claims or other matters, if any, created, first appeating in the public records
or attaching subsequent to the effective date hereof but prior to the date the proposed insured acquires for
value of record the estate or interest or mortgage thereon covered by this Commitment.

B. Rights or claims of parties in possession not shown by the public records.

C. Encroachments, overlaps, boundary line disputes, and any other matters which would be disclosed by an
accurate survey and inspection of the premises,

D. Easements or claims of easements not shown by the public records.

E. Any lien, or right to lien, for contributions to employee benefit funds, or for state workers’ compensation, or
for services, labor, or material heretofore or hereafter furnished, all as imposed by law, and not shown by
the public records.

F. Liens under the Workmen’s Compensation Act not shown by the public records.

G. Any service, installation, connection, maintenance or construchon charges for sewer, water, electricity
or garbage removal,

H. General taxes not now payable; matters relating to special assessments and special levies, if any, preceding or in
the same becoming a lien.

1. Reservations or exceptions in patents or in Acts authorizing the issuance thereof;
Indian tribal codes or regulations, Indian treaty or aboriginal rights, including easements or equitable servitudes.

J. 'Water rights, claims, or title to water,

K. THIS REPORT IS ISSUED AND ACCEPTED UPON THE UNDERSTANDING THAT THE LIABILITY
OF THE COMPANY SHALL NOT EXCEED ONE THOUSAND DOLLARS($1000.00).

PLATCRTB/RDA /0939
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This sketch is for the purpose of showing

the approximate general location of the
premises without actual survey and
Chicago Title assumes no lability in
connection with the same.

Packet Page 207 of 586

i
!
|




ELECTRONICA'. RECORDED " -
201211190666° .. - 2
11/19/2012 03:38 PM 73.00
SNOHOMISH COUNTY, WASHINGTON

11/19/201%

$9,261.00

Thank you for your payment. .

WHEN RECORDED RETURN TO 5 .
ECHELBARGER INVESTMENTS, LLC © z
4001 198TH ST SW a8

LYNNWOOD, WASHINGTON 98036

201211190666

INSURED BY
@ CHICAGO TITLE COMPANY CHICAGO TITLE —=/92
005260945
BARGAIN AND SALE DEED

THE GRANTOR
SANDRA JOAN"  STEWART AND JUDITH ANN SKAUFEL, PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVES OF
THE ESTATE OF VERA MAY SHAW

for and in consideration of FIVE HUNDRED TWENTY THOUSAND AND 00/100
Dollars (§  520,000.00 )

in hand paid, bargains, sells, and conveys to
ECHELBARGER INVESTMENTS, LLC, AWASHINGTON UMITED LIABILITY COMPANY

the following described real estate situated in the County of SNOHOMISH State of Washington:

EAST HALF OF THE NORTH HALF OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST
QUARTER OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 30, TOWNSHIP 27 NORTH, RANGE 4
EAST, W.M., RECORDS OF SNOHOMISH COUNTY, WASHINGTON;

EXCEPT COUNTY ROAD; AND

EXCEPT THE EAST 130.9 FEET THEREOF.

SITUATE IN THE COUNTY OF SNOHOMISH, STATE OF WASHINGTON.

Abbreviated Legal: POR SE OF NW 30-27-4

Tax Account Number: 270430-002-028-00
Dated: OCTOBER 31, 2012

Chandi Aot S O CenSlea o0
M ﬁriwmr PERSONAL FEP. iﬂ:ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁw’%@cm@.

SLPBIS 12/2000 KMS
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STATE OF WASHINGTON sSs COUNTY OF

SpotoHISH
I CERTIFY THAT I KNOW OR HAVE SATISFACTORY EVIDENCE THAT SANDRA JOAN.
STEWART AND JUDITH ANN SKAUFEL ARE THE PERSONS WHO APPEARED BEFORE ME,
AND SAID PERSONS ACKNOWLEDGED THAT THEY SIGNED THIS INSTRUMENT, ON OATH
STATED THAT THEY WERE AUTHORIZED TO EXECUTE THE INSTRUMENT AND
ACKNOWLEDGED IT AS PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVES OF THE ESTATE OF VERA MAY
SHAW TO BE THE FREE 2ND VOLUNTARY ACT OF SUCH PRARTY FOR THE USES AND
PURPOSES , MENTIONED IN THE INSTRUMENT.

DATED: MoVEMAER 19 Q01 X~

@Q&M«/ Q{é&)&&x@

NOTARY SIGNATURE

PRINTED MAME: _<uyasl . EALLI NCT
NOTARY PUBLIC IN AND FOR THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

RESIDING AT CDMAUDS .
MY APPOINTMENT EXPIRES  <L-_XF-/ 35 .

xpage/rin/4-8-97

Packet Page 209 of 586



UNPLA

Zro4smrgeso

CRADWHML

3
IR E
EDUONDS. WASHNGTON 92326

TED

T
E VACASTER

8523 EET S w
s Wiy Sehze

ZONING R5-8 1

R - e —

N 1

CHTH &
2758 st PocE
EDUGHOS. WASGT: S0z

924uaeax034%0

btk

_21Bth STREET S.W.

85th PLACE W.

S0TH aveN, v,

ER

N 89313 W

87th PLACE W.

Rt
ot
5708 316, STHEE
EDGInES. WAt piaTon BEoze

2 &
ERUCADS P g

200
Loy B

et drozs

W

147.20'

/ DETENTHEGAWATER
\QUALITY VAULT
ADPRO

86th PLACE W. (PRICATE ROAD)

TRACT 999
7.070 Sq Ft

______—____M-QO'ZE'QG" £
i

ZONING RS-8

27043000203 X

00
OLIVPY BUSTST GHURCH - EDMOROS
E713 2704

el N ss

NOTES

1. NO CRIBCAL AREAS OR STEEP SLOPES ARE LOCATED ON OR ADJACENT TO THE SITE
2. ALL EXISTING STRUCTURES ON THE PROPERTY WALL BE REMOVED.

3. LOTS 1 THOUGH 6 WL EACH HAVE AN UNDIVIDED INTEREST IN TRACT 839 (PRIVABTE TR}?AD) FOR

THE PURPOSE OF INGRESS, EGRESS AND UTILITIES. MAINTENANCE WiLL BE BORNE BY
OWNERS OF LOTS 1 THROUGH 6.

THE PROPERTY IS NOT LOCATED IN DESIGNATED FLOOD PLAIN,

THE LOCATION OF EXISTING STRUCTURES ON ADJACENT PROPERTIES ARE APPROXIMATE
LOT COVERAGE (S LIMITED TO 35% AND WiLL BE REVIEWED AT TIME OF BUIDING PERMIT
APPLICATIONS.

=N

7. SEE PREUWNARY DEVELOPMENT FOR PROPOSED STREETS, GRADES, DRAINAGE, SEWER AND
WATER Pl

8. SEE PRELIMINARY CLEARING PLAN FOR TREE PRESERVATION.
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PARCEL DESCRIPTIONS

PARCEL 1

THE WEST 86 FEET OF THE SOUTH 116 FEET OF THE NORTH 146 FEET OF THE EAST HALF OF THE NORTH HALF
THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 30,
TOWNSHIP 27 NORTH, RANGE 4 EASY. V.M., RECORDS OF SHOHOMISH COUNTY, WASHINGYON.

PARCEL 2

THE WEST BS FEET OF THE SOUTH 95 FEET OF THE NORTH 241 FEET OF THE EAST HALF OF THE NORTH HALF
OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARYER OF THE NORTRWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 30,
TOWNSHIP 27 HORTH, RANGE 4 EASY, WM., RECORDS OF SNOHOWISH COUNTY, WASHINGTON.

PARCEL 3

THAT PORTION OF THE EAST HALF OF THE NORTH HALF OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST
QUARTER OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 30, TOWNSHIP 27 NORTH, RAMGE 4 EAST, WM., RECORDS OF
SNOHOM{SH COUNTY, WASHINGTON, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING AT THE HORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID SUBDIVISION : THENCE S 0729167 W, ALONG THE WEST LINE OF
SAID SUBDIVISION, A DISTANCE OF 241.00 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE CONTINUING S
0°29'16" W, A DISTANCE OF 91.48 FEET TO THE SOUTH UNE OF SAID SUBDIVISION: THENCE S B89'30°23" E, ALONG
SAID SOUTH UNE, A DISTANCE OF 111.00 FEET. THENCE N 029'16 £, PARALLEL ¥ATH THE WEST LKE OF SAID
SUBDIVISION, A DISTANCE OF B1.55 FEET; THENCE N 89730'44™ W, A DISTACE OF 25.00 FEET 7O THE EAST UNE
OF THE WEST 86.00 FEET OF SAID SUBDIMISION; THEMCE N 0729167 E, ALONG SAID EAST UME, A DISTANCE OF
9.98 FEET 7O THE SQUTH LINE OF THE NORTH 241 FEET OF SAID SUBDIVISION: THENCE N 89732'13" W, ALONG
SAID SOUTH LINE A DISTANCE OF 86.00 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING.

PARCEL 4

’IHAT PORTION OF THE EAST HALF OF THE NORTH HALF OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST
QUARTER OF SECTION 30, TOWNSHIP 27 NORTH, RANGE 4 EAST, WM., RECORDS OF
S{OHDMISN COUNTY, WASHINGTON. DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID SUBDIVISION; THENCE S 0°28'16" W, ALONG THE WEST LINE OF
SAD SUBDIVISION, A DISTANCE OF 312,48 FEET TO THE SOUTH UNE OF SAID SUBDIVISION; THMENCE S 89'30°23"
£, ALONG SAID SOUTH UNE, A DISTANCE OF 111.00 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF SEGINNING: THEMCE N 0723167
E, PARALLEL WiTH THE WEST (INE OF SAID SUBDIVISION, A DISTANCE OF B1.55 FEET; THENCE S 8930'44" S, A
DISTANCE OF 5.00 FEET TD AN INTERSECTION WITH A CURVE TO THE RIGHT HAVING A RADIUS OF 19.00 FEET
AND FROM WHICH INTERSECTION POINT THE CEMTER BEARS S 89°30'44" E; THENCE NORTHEASTERLY, ALONG THE
ARC OF SAID CURVE AND CONSUMING A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 9000’00, AN ARC DISTANCE OF 29,85 FEET;
THENCE N 0°34'14" £, A DISTANCE OF 7.00 FEET TO THE SOUTH UNE OF THE NORTH 225 FEET OF SAID
SUBDIVISION; THENCE S 89°3213" E, ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE, A DISTANCE OF 7.02 FEET TO THE WEST LINE OF
THE EAST 130.9 FEET OF SAID SUBDIVISION; THENCE S 0'26'46™ W, ALONG SAID WEST LINE, A DISTANCE OF
107.59 FEET TO THE SQUTH LUNE OF SAID SUBDY THENCE R 89°30°23" W, ALONG SAID SOUTH UKE, A
DISTANCE OF 92.10 FEET TO THE TRUE PDINT OF BEGHMNG.

PARCHL. 5
THAT PORTION OF THE EAST HALF OF THE NORTH HALF OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER CF THE SQUTHEAST
QUAR'

TER OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 30, TOWNSHIP 27 NORTH, RANGE 4 EASYT, WM., RECORDS OF
SNOHOMISH COUNTY, WASHINGYON, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

BEQNMHG AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID SUBDIMSION; THENCE S 89 32!3 E, ALONG THE NORTH LINE
A DISTANCE OF 202.85 FEET TO THE WEST UNE OF THE EAST OF SAID SUBDIVISION;
THEH(X S U26'46" W, ALONG SAID WEST UNE, A DISTANCE OF 125.00 FEET TO TNE SOUTH UNE OF THE NORTH
125 FEET OF SAID SUBDIVISION AND THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE CONTINUING S 026'46" W, A
DISTANCE OF 100.00 FEET TO THE SOUTH UINE OF THE NORTH 225 FEET OF SAID S‘JBDMSK)N; THENCE N
8932137 W, ALONG SAID SOUTH UNE, A DISTANCE OF §7.02 FEET; THENCE N 0'34'14” E, A DISTANCE OF 7.50
FEET, THENCE N 89'30'44” W, A DISTANCE OF 1.51 FEET TO THE POMT OF CURVATURE OF A CURVE TO THE
RIGHT HAVING A RADIUS OF 18.50 FEET THENCE NORTHWESTERLY, ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE AND
CONSUMING A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 90°00°007, AND ARC DISTANCE OF 29.06 fEET YO THE POINT OF TANGENCY
ON THE EAST LINE OF WEST 116 FEET OF SND SUBDW!SION \’HENCE N 0'2916 E. ALONG SAD EAST IJNE A
DISTANCE OF 73.99 FEET TO THE SOUTH UNE OF THE N FEET OF SAID SUBDIVISION:
89°32137 E, ALONG SAID SOUTH UNE A DISTANCE OF 5595 FEET TO THE TWUE POINT OF BEGHN!NG

PARCEL &

THE SOUTH 95 FEET OF THE NORTH 125 FEET OF THE EAST HALF OF THE NORTH HALF OF THE SOUTHWEST
QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 30, TOWNSHIP 27 NORTH,
RANGE 4 EAST, WM., RECORDS OF SNOHOMISH COUNTY, WASHINGTON;

EXCERT THE EAST 130.9 FEET THEREOF, AND,
EXCEPT THE WET 116 FEET THEREOF.

PARCEL TO BE CONVEYED TO THE OITY OF EDMOMDS

THE NORYH 10 FEET OF THE EAST HALF OF THE NORTH HALF OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST
TER OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 30, TOWNSHIP 27 NORTH, RANGE 4 EAST, WM., RECORDS OF
SNOHCWISH COUNW WASHINGTON.

TRACT 999 (PRIVATE ROAD)

THAT PORTION OF THE EAST HALF OF THE NORTH HALF OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST
QUARTER OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 30, TOWNSHIP 27 NORTH, RANGE 4 EAST, WM., RECORDS OF
SNOHOMISH COUNTY, WASHINGTON, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

BEG\NNIHG AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SMD SUBDMEON THENCE s 029 16 W, ALONG THE WEST LINE OF
SAID SUBDIVISION, A DISTANCE OF 30.00 30 FEET OF SAID SUBDIMISION;
THENCE S 89°30°23" E, ALONG SAID SOUTH UNE A DlSTANCE OF 8500 FEET TO THE EAST LINE OF THE WEST
86 FEET OF SAID SUBDIVISON AMD TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE S 0281167 W, ALONG SAID EAST UINE, A
DISTANCE OF 220.98 FEET, THENCE S 89'30°44” E, A DISTANCE OF 30.00 FEET AN INTERSECTION WITH A CURVE
TO THE RIGHT HAMNG A RADIUS OF 19.00 FEET AND FROM WHICH INTERSECTON POINT THE CENTER BEARS S
89'30'44" £: THENCE NORTHEASTERLY, ALONG THE ARC OF SASD CURVE AND CONSUMING A CENTRAL ANGLE OF
90°00°00", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 29.85 FEET; THENCE N 0'34'14° E, A DISTANCE OF 14.50 FEET, THENCE N
89°30'44° W, A DISTANCE OF 1.51 FEET TO THE POINT DF CURVATURE OF A CURVE TO THE RIGHT HAVING A
RADIUS OF 18.50 FEET; THENCE NORTHWESTERLY, ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE AND CONSUMING A CENTRAL
ANGLE OF 9000°00°, AND ARC DISTANCE OF 28.06 FEET TO THE POINT OF TANGENCY ON THE EAST LINE OF
WEST 116 FEET OF SAID SUBDIVSION; THENCE N 0°28'16" E, ALONG SAID EAST LINE, A DISTANCE OF 168.99
FEET 70 THE SOUTH UNE OF THE NORTH 30 FEET OF SAID SUBDIVISION; THENCE N 893213 W, ALONG SAID
SOUTH UNE. A DISTANCE OF 30.00 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING.

VICINITY MAP

SCALE: 1"=1500"

LEGAL DESCRIPTION

EAST HALF OF THE HORTH HALF OF THE SOUTHWEST
QUARTER OF SECTION 30, TOWNSHIP 27 HORTH, RANGE 4 EAST, WM., RECORDS

THE NORTHWEST
OF SNOHOMISH COUNTY, WASHINGTON:

EXCEPT ROADS; AND
EXCEPT THE EAST 130.9 FEET THEREOF.

BASIS OF BEARINGS

THE CENTERUNE OF 21Bth STREET S.W. AS MOMUMENTED PER PLAT OF ESPERANCE COURT RECORDED
UNDER AUDITOR'S FILE NUMBER 3904015008, SNHOMISH COUNTY, WASHINGTON

BENCH MARK

TOP OF CONCRETE MONUMENT IN CASING AT THE INTERSECTION OF 86th PLACE W. AND 218th STREET
S.W.

ELEVATION : 100.00

DATUM

OWNER/APPLICANT

ECHELBARGER INVESTMENTS, LLC
4001 19Bth STREET S.W., SUITE 42
LYNNWOOD, WASHINGTON 88036
PHONE : 425-673~1100

FAX : 425-873-1109

ASSUMED

ZONING

RS—8 (NO CHANGE)

PARCEL NUMBER_

27043000202800

PROPERTY AREA

653,440 SQ. FT. OR 1.456 ACRES

PROPERTY ADDRESS

B620 218TH STREET S.W.

POLICE PROTECTION

CITY OF EDMONDS

PUBLIC SCHOOLS

EDMONDS SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 15

PRELIMINARY PLAT

ECHELBARGER'S SHAW LANE

QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF b

ENGINEER /SURVEYOR
CONTACT: JEFFREY TREISER
LOVELL-SAUERLAND & ASSOCIATES, INC.
1S217-36TH AVENUE W0 SUTE 105

WA,

PH.: 425—775 1591

WATER SERVICE

GTY OF EDMONDS

TELEPHONE

VERIZON

ELECTRICITY

P.UD. NO. + OF SNOHOMISH COUNTY

SANITARY SEWER SERVICE

CTY OF EOMONDS

FIRE PROTECTION

CITY OF EDMONDS

RECEIVED
JAN 09 2013
DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

FOR

IN SE1/4, NW1/4 OF SEC. 30, T.27N., R.4E., WM.
CITY OF EDMONDS
SNOHOMISH COUNTY, WASHINGTON

19217 36th Avenue W., Suite 106 + Lyonwood, WA 8!

Lovell-Sauerlan

Engineers/Surveyors/Pla:

e-mail: infoBlsaengineerin

Attachment 2
PLN20120043
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EDUONDS, WASHINGTGH 98325 ‘ EDOTNDS, WASHRGTON 95926

ADTH A VaTOR
21726 B3th PLACE

W
EDUCADS, WASHENGTON 98926

ZONING RS-B ] ]

Dant 1t v

85th PLACE W.

20

: AN < . 216t SHEET swW.

U ’ VICINITY MAP

SCALE: 1"=1500"

LEGAL DESCRIPTION.

T EAST HALF OF THE NORTH HALF CF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF
THE HORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 30, TOWNSHIP 27 NORTH, RANGE 4 EAST, WM., RECORDS
OF SNOHOMISH COUNTY, WASHINGTON;

27043000203000
MISHARL & ARNDT.

EXCEPT ROADS; AMD
EXCEPT THE EAST 130.9 FEET THEREOCF.

YATER

8705 218t STREET Sw
EOMTHDS, WASHENGTEN 92076 LT

BASIS OF BEARINGS ‘

s THE CENTERUNE OF 218th STREET S.W. AS MONUMENTED PER PLAT OF ESPERANCE COURT RECCRDED
UNDER AUDITOR'S FILE NUMBER 9904015008, SNHOMISH COUNTY, WASHINGTON

™ ™ ™ o ™| BENCH MARK

TOP OF CONCRETE MONUMENT IN CASING AT THE INTERSECTION OF 86th PLACE W. AND 218th STREET
sW.

!
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t
|
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i

|

LoT 1
5P 48B{2-82)

27043036208300
[
8305 215t STREET S%.
EDUDHDS. WASHOVGTON 85326

ELEVATION : 100.00
DATUM : ASSUMED

o
86th PLACE W. (PRICATE ROAD)

b3
h

¢ 1
00900700
FLORA L ARD Y3 SHAN CHAN
21891 §7th PLACE W
EDUOADY WASHINGTON 53025

ZONING RS-8

TREE LEGEND

87th PLACE W.

INDICATES EXISTING TREE TYPE AND SIZE NOTED ADJACENT
TRACT 999 DICATES E

7,070 Sq Ft

INDICATES EXISTING TREE TO BE REMOVED DURING PLAT
DEVELOPMENT

2704300203450
MCHARL 6 AND EAY E CONGELLY
8512 718th STREET 5%
EOUONDS, WASHBYGTON 88926

0029'16" €

NOTES

f TREES SHOWN TO BE REMOVED HEREON ARE UMITED TO THOSE THAT ARE LOCATED IN ROADWAY AND

}
Y

UTILTY CORRIDORS, THE AREA IN HE VICINITY OF THE STORMWATER DETENTMON VAULT AND IN THE
CENTRAL PORTIONS OF THE BUILDING PADS. OTHER TREES MAY NEED TO BE REMOVED TO FACILITATE NEW
HOME CONSTRUCTION. THE ADDITIONAL TREES TO BE REMOVED WL BE EVALUATED AT THE BME OF THE
BUILDING PERMIT APPLICATION.

THE TREES LOCATED NEAR THE PROPOSED 2—4 FOOT HIGH ROCKERY ALONG THE WESTERLY SIDE OF LOT
2 AND THE WESTERLY AND SOUTHERLY SIDE OF LOT 3 WML BE EVALUATED AT THE TIME OF FINAL
ENGINEERING PLAN PREFARATION. THE ROCKERY IS HECESSARY TO PROVIDE USABLE YARD AREA FOR THE
NEW HOMES AND TC CONTROL DRAINAGE AND DIRECT T TO THE STORMWATER DETENTION VAULT.
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JAN 09 2013

DEVELOPMENT SkHvi.
GOUNTER

S
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ZONING RS-8B

27843000203300
QRIVRC BAPTIST CHRCH -
3 220t STPEET S

EDUTHDS
&7 Ty
ETWONDE, WASHNGTON 5025

UNPLATTED

|
; PRELIMINARY CLEARING PLAN
FOR
i ECHELBARGER'S SHAW LANE
|

IN SE1/4, NW1/4 OF SEC. 30, T.27N., R.4E., WM.
CITY OF EDMONDS
SNOHOMISH COUNTY, WASHINGTON

1. REDUCED TREE REMOVAL PER CITY COMMENTS Tm7e13 STT

& g Lovell-Sauerland §
@@ Fugineers/Surveyors/Planners

[ ]
-. . e-mail: info8lsaengineering.com
19217 36th Avenue W., Suite 108 - Lynnwood, WA 98036
DRAWN CHECKED | DATE ‘r.s, [scux AttaChment 4

527, P54 1730 PLN201 20043

JTT. JTT 1-18-12
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2012

DEVELOPMENT ,
. SERy
City of Edmonds COUNTER " VICE

ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FOR:

€]

Echelbarger Investments, LL.C.
8620 218" Street S.W.
Edmonds, Washington

PREPARED BY:

LOVELL-SAUERLAND AND ASSOCIATES, INC.
19217 - 36th AVE W. SUITE 200
LYNNWOOD, WA 98036
(425) 775-1591

E X 0 I H E E R 8 / 8URVEYORS

INC

November 13, 2012

LSA # 5383

Attachment 5
PLN20120043
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A. BACKGROUND
Name of proposed project, if applicable:
Echelbarger’s Shaw Lane
Name of applicant:
Echelbarger Investments, LL.C
Address and phone number of applicant and contact person:
Applicant: Echelbarger Investments, LLC
4001 198" Street S.W.
Lynnwood, Washington 98036
Telephone: 425-673-110
Contact: Jeffrey Treiber
Lovell-Sauerland & Associates, Inc.
19217 - 36™ Avenue W., Suite 106
Lynnwood, Washington 98036
Telephone: (425) 775-1591
4. Date checklist prepared:
November 13, 2012
5. Agency requesting checklist:
City of Edmonds
6. Proposed timing or schedule (including phasing, if dpplicable): ‘

Plat development spring 2013, home construction fall 2013

7. Do you have any plans for future additions, expansion, or further activity related to or
connected with this proposal? If yes, explain.

No further expansion is anticipated for this proposal.

8. List any environmental information you know about that has been prepared, of will be
prepared, directly related to this proposal.

Topographic Site Survey
Preliminary plat application and exhibits.

9. Do you know whether applications are pending for governmental approvals of other proposals
directly affecting the property covered by your proposal? If yes, explain.
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Neither the applicant nor contact person know of any such pending applications, beyond the instant
application.

10. List any government approvals or permits that will be needed for your proposal,
if known.

Preliminary and final plat - City of Edmonds
Building Demolition Permit - City of Edmonds

Site Development Plan Approval - City of Edmonds
Clearing and Grading Permit - City of Edmonds
Building Permits — City of Edmonds

Occupancy Permits — City of Edmonds

11. Give brief, complete description of your proposal, including the proposed use
and the size of the project and site. There are several questions later in this
checklist that ask you to describe certain aspects of your proposal. You do not
need to repeat those answers on this page. (Lead agencies may modify this form
to include additional specific information on project description.)

The instant proposal is for the development of a six lot subdivision, including
associated utilities and infrastructure for the construction of six new single family
residences.

12. Location of the proposal. Give sufficient information for a person to understand
the precise location of your proposed project, including a street address, if any,
and section, township, and range, if known. If a proposal would occur over a
range of area, provide the range or boundaries of the site(s). Provide a legal
description, site plan, vicinity map, and topographic map, if reasonably
available. While you should submit any plans required by the agency, you are
not required to duplicate maps or detailed plans submitted wzth any permit
applications related to this checklist.

Site is located at 8620 218" Street S.W., Edmonds, Washington. A legal
description is included on the preliminary plat map attached. The property is located
in Section 30, Township 27 North, Range 4 East, W.M., in Snohomish County,
Washington.

B. ENVIRONMENTAL ELEMENTS

. EARTH

a. General description of the site (underline): [flat, rolling, hilly, steep slopes,
mountainous, other:

The property has an average slope of approximately 2% downward from the
northeast corner of the property toward the southwest corner.

b. What is the steepest slope on the site (approximate percent slope)?
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The steepest slope of a small run is approximately 15% in a small area in the
southwest center portion of the site. The maximum height of the slope is about five
feet.

c. What general types of soils are found on the site (for example, clay, sand,
gravel, peat, muck)? If you know the classification of agricultural soils, specify
them and note any prime farmland,

According to the Soil Survey of Snohomish County the soils consist Alderwood-
Urband Land Complex, 2-8 Percent Slopes.

d. Are there surface indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate
vicinity? - If so, describe.

No indications of unstable soils have been observed on the site or immediate area.

e. Describe the purpose, type, and approximate quantities of any filling or grading
proposed. Indicate source of fill.

Approximately 5,000 cubic yards cut and 5,000 cubic yards fill will be required to
construct the roadway and prepare the building pads for construction.

f.  Could erosion occur as a result of clearing, construction, or use? If so,
generally describe.

Increased erosion potential occurs with any clearing, grading, and construction
project. Drainage runoff can erode and scour the exposed soils during construction.
Limiting soil exposure, implementing construction BMP’s until such time as the soils
have been permanently stabilized.

g. About what percent of the site will be covered with impervious surfaces after
project construction (for example, asphalt or buildings)?

Building and impervious surface coverage will be about 44 percent of the total site.

h. Proposed measures to reduce or control erosion, or other impacts to the earth, if
any:

Naturally occurring vegetation will be retained wherever possible and practicable on
the site and will be augmented with plantings of trees and shrubs to stabilize exposed
soils. Tree removal will be limited to the building areas, diseased and dangerous
trees or areas that will require grading prepare building pads and in necessary utility
corridors. Temporary erosion and sedimentation controls will be utilized during site
disturbance and development, such as sediment fencing at the base of fills, mulching
or seeding with grass, protection of slopes with plastic sheeting, diversion of flows
away from adjacent property lines and pipe or swale conveyance to temporary
holding/sedimentation ponds as necessary.
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All temporary erosion control measures will be performed under Washington State
Best Management Practices. Permanent measures will be implemented within the
completed development, pursuant to Town of Woodway Policy.

2. AIR

a. What types of emissions to the air would result from the proposal (i.e., dust,
automobile, odors, and industrial wood smoke) during construction and when
the project is completed? If any, generally describe and give approximate
quantities if known.

Dust emissions could result from site preparation and construction during dry
weather months. Automobile and construction exhaust will be generated during site
construction. Emissions to air once the project is completed will be limited to
automobile exhaust and possible residential fireplaces. Dust and air pollution
generated by the completed project will be minimal. Air quality in the area is good
and will remain so.

b. Are there any off-site sources of emissions or odor that may affect your
proposal? If so, generally describe.

Vehicle emissions from traffic using nearby streets constitute the only source of such
emissions. These are expected to have no discernible impact on the project.

¢. Proposed measures to reduce or control emissions or other impacts to air, if any:

Measures would include watering during site preparation if dust production becomes
significant.

3. WATER
a. Surface:

1) Is there any surface water body on or in the immediate vicinity of the site
(including year-round and seasonal streams, saltwater, lakes, ponds, wetlands)?
If yes, describe type and provide names. If appropriate, state what stream or
river it flows into.

No water bodies, streams or wetlands are located on or adjacent to the site.

2) Will the project require any work over, in, or adjacent to (within 200 feet) the
described waters? If yes, please describe and attach available plans.

Not Applicable.
3) Estimate the amount of fill and dredge material that would be placed in or
removed from surface water or wetlands and indicate the area of the site that

would be affected. Indicate the source of fill material.

No streams or wetlands will be filled.
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4) Will the proposal require surface water withdrawals or diversions? Give general
description, purpose, and approximate quantities if known.

No surface-water withdrawals or diversions will be needed for this project.

5) Does the proposal lie within a 100-year floodplain? If so, note location on the
site plan.

No portion of the site lies within a 100-year floodplain.

6) Does the proposal involve any discharges of waste materials to surface waters?
If so, describe the type of waste and anticipated volume of discharge.

No discharge of waste materials into surface water is proposed.

b. Ground:

1) Will ground water be withdrawn, or will water be discharged to ground water?
Give general description, purpose, and approximate quantities if known.

No ground water will be withdrawn as part of this project, nor will water be
discharged.

2) Describe waste material that will be discharged into the ground from septic tanks
or other sources, if any (for example: Domestic sewage; industrial, containing
the following chemicals ...; agricultural; etc.). Describe the general size of the
system, the number of such systems, the number of houses to be served (if
applicable), or the number of animals or humans the system(s) are expected to
serve,

No such discharges are proposed.

¢.  Water Runoff (including storm water):

1) Describe the source of runoff (including storm water) and method of collection
and disposal, if any (include quantities, if known). Where will this water flow?
Will this water flow into other waters? If so, describe.

Storm water will be collected and detained in an underground vault at the northwest
corner of the site. The storm water will be released in the existing storm sewer
system located on the south side of 218" Street S.W.

2) Could waste materials enter ground or surface waters? If so, generally describe.

Typical components of storm water from impervious surfaces such as roads and

parking areas and runoff from yards and other open spaces are petrochemicals and
automotive waste products. In the completed project, storm water runoff from
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impervious surfaces on the site will be dispersed in storm drain systems. The
systems will be designed to treat and disperse waste.

d. Proposed measures to reduce or control surface, ground, and runoff water
impacts, if any:

During construction, temporary BMPs will be employed to control runoff and water
quality. Such BMPs include silt fences, sediment ponds, temporary construction
entrances, rock check dams, and hydroseeding/mulching. These BMPs will be
monitored by the onsite project manager for performance. The limits of clearing
and grading will be posted prior to any land clearing activities.

4. PLANTS
a. Underline types of vegetation found on the site:
x_ deciduous tree: alder, maple, aspen, other: Birch, Laurel, Willow,
Dogwood, fruit trees
evergreen tree: [ir, cedar, pine, other: Spruce
shrubs
grass
pasture

crop or grain

wet soil plants: cattail, buttercup, bulrush, skunk cabbage, other:
water plants: water lily, eelgrass, milfoil, other: none

other types of vegetation:

I B A

b. What kind and amount of vegetation will be removed or altered?

Most trees and shrubs will be removed during plat development and new home
construction. ‘

c.  List threatened or endangered species known to be on or near the site.
No threatened or endangered species are known to exist on or near the site.

d. Proposed landscaping, use of native plants, or other measures to preserve or
enhance vegetation on the site, if any:

Trees will be retained where possible. Street frontages and yards will be
professionally landscaped utilizing native plants in suitable locations.

5. ANIMALS

a. Underline any birds and animals which have been observed on or near the site or
are known to be on or near the site:

birds: hawk, heron, eagle, songbirds, other: small typical native birds

Packet Page 219 of 586



N

mammals: deer, bear, elk, beaver, other: small typical northwest mammals,
including squirrels, mice, gophers and other small mammals
fish: bass, salmon, trout, herring, shellfish, other:

b. List any threatened or endangered species known to be on or near the site.
No threatened or endangered species are known to be on or near the site.
¢. Is the site part of a migration route? If so, explain.
Washington State, west of the Cascade Mountains, is in the Pacific Flyway.
d. Proposed measures to preserve or enhance wildlife, if any:
Open spaces and landscaping will provide habitat for local wildlife.
6. ENERGY AND NATURAL RESOURCES
a. What kinds of energy (electric, natural gas, oil, wood stove, solar) will be used to
meet the completed project's energy needs? Describe whether it will be used for

heating, manufacturing, etc.

Electrical energy will be used for lighting, appliances and possibly space and water
heating. In addition, natural gas is available for space and water heating.

b. Would your project affect the potential use of solar energy by adjacent
properties? If so, generally describe.

No such impacts are anticipated for this project.
c¢. What kinds of energy conservation features are included in the plans of this
proposal? List other proposed measures to reduce or control energy impacts, if

any:

No measures are proposed beyond current construction practices for energy demand,
insulation and infiltration.

7. ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
a. Are there any environmental health hazards, including exposure fo toxic
chemicals, risk of fire and explosion, spill, or hazardous waste, that could occur

as a result of this proposal? If so, describe.

No such hazards are anticipated, beyond gasoline or diesel fuel in heavy equipment.
Some fuel storage in fuel trucks or stationary tanks may occur during initial grading.

1) Describe special emergency services that might be required.
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Standard police, fire, and emergency medical services in the event of accident, fire
or unusual emergency event could require such services.

2) Proposed measures to reduce or control environmental health hazards, if any:
The proposal will meet all City of Edmonsd provisions for fire and life safety.
b. Noise

1) What types of noise exist in the area which may affect your project (for example:
traffic, equipment, operation, aircraft, other)?

Nearby street traffic is the only significant source of noise.
2) What types and levels of noise would be created by or associated with the project
on a short-term or a long-term basis (for example: traffic, construction,

operation, other)? Indicate what hours noise would come from the site.

Short-term: Construction activity and related traffic schedules will be limited those
hours allowed by the City of Edmonds.

Long-term: Human activity and related traffic will be expected to generate noise in
the completed project. Most noise will occur around peak traffic hours.

3) Proposed measures to reduce or control noise impacts, if any:
Construction activity and related traffic will be limited by City of Edmonds
regulations. Vehicles and heavy equipment will use properly maintained exhaust
systems, and engines will be turned off when not in use. Standard energy code
construction requirements will provide interior noise attenuation for all residences.

8. LAND AND SHORELINE USE

a. What is the current use of the site and adjacent properties?
The site currently includes a vacant (recently) residence. As shown on the plans
submitted with this package, low density single family residences are found to the
north, west and east of the site. A church is located south of the site.

b. Has the site been used for agriculture? If so, describe.
This site is not known to have supported commercial agricultural practice.

¢. Describe any structures on the site.

One vacant home is present.

d. Will any structures be demolished? If so, what?
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Yes, the existing house will be demolished.

What is the current zoning classification of the site?
The site is currently zoned RS-8.

What is the current comprehensive plan designation of the site?
The City of Edmonds Single Family Urban 1

If applicable, what is the current shoreline master program designation of the
site?

There are no sites designated by a shoreline master program within 200 feet of the
instant proposal.

Has any part of the site been classified as an "environmentally sensitive” area?
If so, specify.

No.
Approximately how many people would reside or work in the completed project?

At a rate of 3 persons per residence, approximately 18 people will reside in the
completed project.

Approximately how many people would the completed project displace?
None

Proposed measures to avoid or reduce displacement 'impqcts, if any:
None are considered necessary.

Proposed measures to ensure the proposal is compatible with existing and
projected land uses and plans, if any:

The property will be developed under the RS-8 zoning regulations which is
compatible with the existing comprehensive plans for the property.

HOUSING

Approximately how many units would be provided, if any? Indicate whether
high, middle, or low-income housing.

The existing home will be demolished and six new ones will be constructed. The
new homes are anticipated to be for middle income persons.

10
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b. Approximately how many units, if any, would be eliminated? Indicate whether
high, middle, or low-income housing.

No housing units will be eliminated.

¢. Proposed measures to reduce or control housing impacts, if any:
N/A

10. AESTHETICS

a. What is the tallest height of any proposed structure(s), not including antennas;
what is the principal exterior building material(s) proposed?

Maximum height will be 25 feet in accordance with City of Edmonds regulations.
The principal exterior building material is expected to be wooden siding.

b. What views in the immediate vicinity would be altered or obstructed?

No views would be obstructed. Views of the property from surrounding residences
would be essentially the same.

¢. Proposed measures to reduce or control aesthetic impacts, if any:
The yard areas will be professionally landscaped.
11. LIGHT AND GLARE

a. What type of light or glare will the proposal produce? What time of day would it
mainly occur?

Glare will be produced by home and grounds lighting and vehicle headlights ‘during
non-daylight hours.

b. Could light or glare from the finished project be a safety hazard or interfere with
views?

Doubtful

c. What existing off-site sources of light or glare may affect your proposal 7
Glare from motor vehicle headlights associated with traffic along neighboring roads
and driveways is the only expected source of such glare. Impacts to the developed
project will be minimal.

d. Proposed measures to reduce or control light and glare impacts, if any

All building exterior lights will be shielded and directed toward the interior of the
site.

11

Packet Page 223 of 586



12. RECREATION

a. What designated and informal recreational opportunities are in the immediate
vicinity? '

Chase Lake Elementary School is located approximately %2 mile northeasterly of the

property and Yost Park is located approximately % mile northwest of the site. Both

sites provide recreational opportunities.

b. Would the proposed project displace any existing recreational uses? If so,
describe.

No such uses will be displaced.

¢. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts on recreation, including
recreation opportunities to be provided by the project or applicant, if any:

No measures are considered necessary.
13. HISTORIC AND CULTURAL PRESERVATION
a. Are there any places or objects listed on, or proposed for, national state, or local
preservation registers known to be on or next to the site? If so, generally

describe.

There are no places or objects listed on, or proposed for local, state or federal
preservation registers on or near this site.

b. Generally describe any landmarks or evidence of historic, archaeological,
scientific, or cultural importance known to be on or next to the site.

No landmarks or evidence of historic, archeological, scientific, or cultural
importance are known to exist on or near the site.

¢. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts, if any:
No such measures are proposed. In the event that construction activities encounter
historic or cultural artifacts, construction will be halted and a qualified archeologist
consulted.

14. TRANSPORTATION

a. Identify public streets and highways serving the site, and describe proposed
access to the existing street system. Show on site plans, if any.

The new residences will have access to 218" Street S.W. Both streets are improved
public streets. Interstate 5 access is about 1.5 miles to the east.

12
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b. Is site currently served by public transit? If not, what is the approximate distance
to the nearest transit stop?

The site is not served by public transit. Community Transit has roﬁte(s) along 84"
Avenue W. approximately 0.17 miles to the east.

¢. How many parking spaces would the completed project have? How many would
the project eliminate?

The proposal will provide no fewer than 4 off-street parking spaces per residence,
eliminating none.

d. Will the proposal require any new roads or streets, or improvements to existing
roads or streets, not including driveways? If so, generally describe (indicate -

whether public or private).

A new private road will be constructed in accordance with City of Edmonds
standards to serve all the lots.

e. Will the project use (or occur in the immediate vicinity of) water, rail, or air
transportation? If so, generally describe.

The project does not depend upon, or occur in the immediate vicinity of water, rail
or air transportation.

f. How many vehicular trips per day would be generated by the completed project?
If known, indicate when peak volumes would occur.

There will be five new residences. The new homes should generate 9.57 trips per day
per home or 48 new trips The PM peak-hour trip is estimated to be 6 total. This peak-
hour generation is expected to occur between 4:00 and 6:00 pm.

g. Proposed measure to reduce or control transportation impacts, if any.

Traffic Mitigation Fees will be paid for the five new residences. The fee based upon
City of Edmonds regulations will be $5,981.65 total.

15. PUBLIC SERVICES
a. Would the project result in an increased need for public services (for example:
fire protection, police protection, health care, schools, other)? If so, generally
describe.
The project will result in an increased need for such services. The project will utilize
existing schools, fire protection, police protection, public water and sewer services
available to this area. Health services are available from numerous clinics and

medical offices in the vicinity.

b. Proposed measures to reduce or control direct impacts on public services, if any.

13
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Measures include the incremental increase in the tax base toward support of such
services.

16. UTILITIES

a. Underline utilities currently available at the site: electricity, natural gas, water,
refuse service, telephone, sanitary sewer, septic system, other.

b. Describe the utilities that are proposed for the project, the utility providing the
service, and the general construction activities on the site or in the immediate
vicinity which might be needed.

Electricity: P.U.D. No. 1 of Snohomish County
Natural Gas: Puget Sound Energy

Water: City of Edmonds

Sewer. City of Edmonds

Telephone: Verizon

C. SIGNATURE

The above answers are true and complete to the best of my knowledge. 1 '
understand that the lead agency is relying on them to make its decision.

Signature:

Date Submitted: November 13, 2012

14
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CITY OF EDMONDS

121 5TH AVENUE NORTH, EDMONDS, WA 98020 (425) 771-0220

WAC 197-11-970 Determination of Nonsignificance (DNS)

DETERMINATION OF NONSIGNIFICANCE

Description of proposal: Echelbarger's Shaw Lane plat — a,six (6) lot subdivision of a 1.456 acre
parcel zoned Single Family Residential (RS-8), minimum lot size IS 8,000 square feet.” An existing single
family residence will be removed and a short cul-de-sac road is proposed along with related utilities and
improvements.

Proponent: Echelbarger investments, LLC (Todd Echelbarger)

Location of proposal, including street address if any: 8620 218" Street SW (Tax parcel #
27043000202800)

Lead agency: City of Edmonds

The lead agency has determined that the requirements for enwronmental analys:s and protectlon
have been adequately addressed in the development regulatlons and comprehens:ve plan adopted
‘under chapter 36.70A RCW and m other appllcable local, state, or federal laws or rules, as
prowded by RCW 43.21C. 240 and WAC 197-11-158 and/or mltlgatmg measures have been appl:ed
‘that ensure no s:gnlflcant adverse impacts will be created. - :

An environmental impact statement is not required under RCW 43.21C. 030(2)(0) This decision was
made after review of a completed environmental checklist and other information on file with the lead
agency. This information is available to the public on request.

XX There is no comment period for this DNS.

This DNS is issued under WAC 197-11-340(2); the lead agency will not act on this proposall
for 14 days from the date below.

Project Planner: Mike Clugston, Associate Planner
Responsible Official: Rob Chave, Planning Manager _
Contact Information: City of Edmonds | 121 5th Avenue North, Edmonds WA 98020 | 425-771-0220

Date: __C / 26 / = Signature: /Wé;éé @@W

XX You may appeal this determination to Rob Chave, Planning Manager, at 121 5th Avenue
North, Edmonds, WA 98020, by filing a written appeal citing the specific reasons for the
appeal with the required appeal fee, adjacent property owners list and notarized affidavit form
no later than __March 14, 2013. You should be prepared to make specific factual objections.
Contact Rob Chave to read or ask about the procedures for SEPA appeals.

XX Posted on _ February 28, 2013, at the Edmonds Public Library and Edmonds Public Safety
Building. Published in the Everett Herald. Emailed to the Department of Ecology SEPA
Center (SEPAunit@ecy.wa.gov). Mailed to property owners within 300 feet of the site.

XX Distribute to "Checked" Agencies below.

The SEPA Checklist, project plans, location map, and DNS are available at www.edmondswa, gov through
the Permits Assistance link. Search for file number PLN20120043. These materials are al: .

Attachment 6
Page 1 of 2 PLN20120043

SEPA DETERMINATION PLN20120043.DOC
2/25/13 SEPA
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viewing at the Planning Division — located on the second floor of City Hall: 121 5™ Avenue North, Edmonds

WA 98020.

Mailed to the following along with the Environmental Checklist:

XX

XX

XX

XX

XX

Environmental Review Section
Department of Ecology

P.O. Box 47703

Olympia, WA 98504-7703
Email: SEPAunit@ecy.wa.gov

COMCAST

Outside ﬁlant Engineer, North Region
1525 75" St. SW Ste 200

Everett, WA 98203

Washington State Dept. of Commerce
906 Columbia Street SW

P.O. Box 48300

Olympia, WA 98504-8300

DNR SEPA Center -
P.O. Box 47015
Olympia, WA 98504-7015

Snohomish County Planning &
Development Services
3000 Rockefeller

- Everett, WA 98201

Snohomish County Fire District No. 1
Headquarters Station No. 1

Attn.: Director of Fire Services
12310 Meridian Avenue South
Everett, WA 98208-5764

Swedish Hospital
21601 76th Avenue West
Edmonds, WA 98026

Attachments

pc. File No. PLN20120043
SEPA Notebook

SEPA DETERMINATION PLN20120043.DOC

2/25/13 SEPA

XX

XX

XX

XX

XX

XX

XX

Page 2 of 2

Edmonds School District No. 15
Aftn.. Stephanie Hall

20420 68th Avenue West
Lynnwood, WA 98036-7400

Community Transit
Attn.: Brent Russeli
7100 Hardeson Road
Everett, WA 98203

Olympic View Water & Sewer District
23725 Edmonds Way
Edmonds, WA 938020

Betty Tobin

Snohomish Co. PUD

PO Box 1107

Everett, WA 98206-1107

Snohomish County Health District
Attn: Bruce Straughn

3020 Rocker Ave

Everett, WA 98201-3900

Puget Sound Energy

Attn: Elaine Babby

PO Box 97034, M/S EST-11W
Bellevue, WA 98009-9734

Applicant: Todd Echelbarger
Echelbar%er Investments, LLC
4001 198™ St. SW, Suite 2
Lynnwood, WA 98036

Contact: Jeff Treiber
LoveH-SalﬁerIand & Associates, Inc
19217 36" Avenue W, Suite 106
Lynnwood, WA 98036
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Unincorporated Snohomish County

N
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Echelbarger's Shaw Lane Plat

8620 218th St. SW
PLN20120043

Zoning and Vicinty Map

1 inch = 200 feet
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MEMORANDUM

Date: February 28, 2013

To: Mike Clugston, Associate Planner

From: Jeanie McConnell, Engineering Program Manager
Subject: PLN20120043, 6-lot Plaf |

8620 —218™ StSW

Engineering has reviewed and approved the preliminary plat application for the Echelbarger
property at 8620 21 8™ St SW. Preliminary approval shall not be interpreted to mean approval
of the improvements as shown on the preliminary plans. Final utility system design and
locations will be determined at the civil construction plan phase of this project.

Please find attached the Engineering Requirements for the subject development. The
applicant will be required to satisfy these requirements as a condition of short plat approval.

Once the Planning Division has approved the preliminary plat, the applicant will be required
to submit revised civil engineering plans addressing all plat conditions. Plans are to be
submitted to the Engineering Division. A civil plan review fee is to be paid at the time of
submittal. At this time, the review fee is $1520.

The following comments are intended to assist with a more complete civil plan submittal:

1. Water meters shall be located within the right-of-way at the propery line.
2. The fire hydrant shall be located in a location approved by the Fire Department, on the
north side of the street (near side the existing water main).

Thank you.

: : Attachment 7
City of Edmonds PLN20120043
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CITY OF EDMONDS

121 - 5TH AVENUE NORTH, EDMONDS, WA 98020

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT - ENGINEERING DIVISION
REQUIREMENTS FOR SHORT PLATS

To: Planning Division

From: Jeanie McConnell, Engineering Program Manager
Engineering Division

Date: February 28, 2013

Project:  Echelbarger 6-lot Short Plat
Address: 8620 - 218th St SW

File Number: PLN20120043

. Right-of Way Dedication for Public Streets:

Required as a
Condition of
Subdivision

Required as a
Condition of
Building Permit

Requirement
‘Already
Satisfied

Provide 10 foot street dedlcatron to the City of Edmonds along 218th St
SW.

, Publrc Street Im rovements & Access

(Asphalt curb, gutter and sidewalks):

a)

218th St SW shall be widened along property frontage to provide for a
minimum 11-foot wide ACP travel lane in the east bound direction as well
as proper alignment of the stormwater system.

b)

Maximum street travel lane cross slope shall be 2%.

c)

Construct 18" curb and gutter along 218th St SW

d)

Construct five-foot wide concrete sidewalk to City standards along
property frontage - 218th St SW. There shall be 3-feet from property line
to back of sidewalk.

ST e ol B

e)

Construct concrete driveway approach with curb ramps at the entrance to
the plat per City standards.

f)

Existing driveway cuts on 218th St SW to be removed and replaced with
sidewalk, curb and gutter to City standards.

ke

3.”

Private Access Requirements & Improvements:

Proposed plat access road shall be paved 20-feet in width, exclusive of
curb and gutter.

b)

Maximum street travel lane cross slope shall be 2%.

Street grade shall not exceed 12%.

d)

Construct 18" curb & gutter along plat access road.

e)

Construct 5-foot wide concrete sidewalk to City standards along one side
of plat access road.

Driveway entrance to each lot shall be provided to City standards.

9)

Slope of driveway shall not exceed 14% and shall be noted as such on the
civils.

ET P R Rl e e

Street Turnaround:

Construct turnaround at end of proposed street per Clty standards

pIn20120043-Echelbarger-6lot-Engr_Regmnts.xlsx
form revised 07.19.11

10f3
printed 2/28/2013
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5. Easements - ;,
(City utilities, prlvate access, other ut ,tles) .

Réquired as a
Condition of
Subdivision

Required as a
Condition of
Building Permit

Requirement
Already
Satisfied

a) Provide all easements as required - access, utility, etc.

b) All lots shall take access off private access road.

ST

" ¢) Private access easement shall be 30 (thirty) feet in width

_ Street Lights

N/A

N/A

8. Water System Improvements:

Install 6" fire hydrant, including 4" storz adapter near entrance to plat
Hydrant spacing as required per ECDC 19.25.

a)

b) Provide water service stub to each Lot

¢) Connect to public water system.

9. Sanitary Sewer System Improvements:

a) Provide new 6" lateral from City sewer main in 218th into plat. 6" Iateral to
be run throughout plat and a stub provided to each lot with 6" cleanout at
property line.

b) Provide new 4" side sewers to individual lots

c) Connect to public sewer system.

>

10. Stormwater Sysfem lmprovements.

a) Provide a Stormwater Management Report and Site Plah Compllance
with ECDC 18.30, Stormwater Supplement and 2005 Department of
Ecology Stormwater Manual is required. Large Site Projects are required

to consider the use of LID techniques and document the decision-making

processes used.

b) Construct privately owned and maintained stormwater management
system sized to provide adequate capacity for proposed future single
family dwellings, associated impervious areas and street improvements in
accordance with ECDC 18.30. Stormwater management system to be
located on private property.

c) Connect all new impervious surfaces to stormwater management system.

d) Provide storm sewer stub to all proposed lots.

e) Connect to public storm system or manage stormwater on site if soils
allow.

f) Storm catch basins shall be installed in gutter flow line in new plat road
and 218th St SW as needed.

E T B P s

11. Underground Wiring (per Ord. 1387):

a) Required for all new services.

N ,

‘12. Excavation and Grading (per IBC)

a) Submit a grading plan as part of engineered site plan,

b) Submit grading plan for foundations with building permit.

<<y

pin20120043- Echelbarger—GIot—Engr Regmpnts.xlsx
form revised 07.19.11

20f3
printed 2/28/2013

Packet Page 232 of 586



Required as a
Condition of
Subdivision

Required as a
Condition of
Building Permit

Requirement
Already
Satisfied

13. Signage and Striping (per City Engineer):

X

a) Provide fire and aid address signage at entrance to plat.
14. Survey Monumentation (per Ord., Sect. 12.10.120):
a) N/A
15. As-built Drawings (per City Engineer): .
a) Provide an as-built drawing of all street and utility |mprovements both in
electronic format as well as a hard copy. X X
'16. Other Requirements: . .
a) Plat showing lots, easements, Iegals survey |nformat|on X X
b) Legal documents for each lot X
c) Field stake lot corners (by professional surveyor) X
d) Field stake utility stubs at property lines X
e) Clustered mailbox location per Postmaster X
f) Maintenance agreements X
g) Traffic Impact Fee Analysis X
[17. _Engineering Fees: » .
a) Storm system general facility charge (pnvate road) TBD X
b) Storm system general facility charge (each new lot) $706.25 X
¢)  Sewer general facility charge (each new lot) $3,495.25 X
d) Water general facility charge (each new ot 3/4") $4,014.50 X
e) Water meter fee $550.00 X
f) Traffic mitigation fee per each new SFR $1,196.33 X
g) Plat civil plan review fee $1,520.00 X
h) Right-of-Way Construction Permit TBD X
i) Inspection fee (2.2% of improvement costs) TBD X

*** Fees provided are an estimate only and reflect rates current at the time of preliminary plat approval. Actual
fees to be paid will be reflective of those in effect at time of permit issuance.

pin20120043-Echelbarger-6lot-Engr_Regmnts.xlsx
form revised 07.19.11
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Section 1: Project Information

Project Name: Echelbarger Investments, LLC

Project Site Address: 8620 218" Street SW
Edmonds, WA 98026

Project Engineer: Lovell-Sauerland & Associates, Inc.
119217 36" Avenue W., Suite 106
Lynnwood, Washington 98036
Phone: (425) 775-1951

Project Applicant: Echelbarger Investments, LLC
4001 198" Street SW, Suite #2
Lynnwood, Washington 98036
Contact: Todd Echelbarger
Phone: 425-673-1109

Parcel Number: 27043000202800

Project Total Area: 1.456 Acres

Number of Lots: 6 - single family lot Subdivision

Soils Data: Alderwood-Urban land complex #5

City Drainage Watershed: Westgate Pond - Basin #6

Lovell-Sauerland & Associates Echelbarger Investments, LLC
Preliminary Drainage Assessment November 2012
LSA#5383 Page | 2
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Section 2: Existing Site Conditions

The site is a rectangular-shaped 1.456-acre, and is currently occupied by a single-family
residence, with a garage/carport at the northeast quadrant of the parcel, and a shed. The
remaining of the parcel is undeveloped and includes mature trees and tall brush. The site is
bordered by residential developed lots to the west and east, an arterial road, 218™ Street SW to
the north, and an unplatted lot to the south.

Site topography is generally flat upper eastern portion of the site, then slopes from the northeast
to southwest in an average grade of about 2% to 8%. The parcel is access, sewer and water

service from 218th Street SW. Current zoning is RS-8.

The site is not a landslide hazard area (see Appendix 8).

Lovell-Sauerland & Associates Echelbarger Investments, LLC
Preliminary Drainage Assessment November 2012
LSA#5383 Page | 6
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Section 3: Proposed Project

The applicant proposes to build a new 6-lot single family subdivision. The existing structures,
and all vegetation will be removed during grading activities in the development area of the site.
The plat will be accessed from 218™ Street SW by a private road terminating in a turn-around.
Rockery is proposed along the west and south property lines, the depressed area adjacent to the
southwest corner of the property will be backfilled and graded with suitable materials.

A proposed underground wet vault in the northwest corner of the site will provide controlled
release of the developed runoff before discharging to the existing public system in 218" Street
SW. New conveyance system will be installed along the north side of subject property adjacent
to 218™ Street SW. The runoff from the frontage improvements along 218" Street SW that
bypasses the detention system will be collected at the new catch basin structure proposed outside
the northwest parcel corner and adjacent to SW 218" Street SW. The flow released from the
underground vault will be discharge into the same catch basin structure, which will carry the
flow downstream to a new storm drainage structure to be installed on existing 12-inch PVC
storm drain line.

Lovell-Sauerland & Associates Echelbarger Investments, LLC
Preliminary Drainage Assessment November 2012
LSA#5383 Page | 8
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Section 4: Summary of Minimum Requirements

Minimum Requirement #1: Preparation of Stormwater Site Plan

The proposed site development consists of disturbing about 1.456 acres of land and
creating/replacing about 28,070 sf of impervious surface. Stormwater Site Plan will be
provided in final engineering.

Minimum Requirement #2: Construction Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan

Construction Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) will be provided in final
engineering.

Minimum Requirement #3: Source Control of Pollution

Source control BMPs will be used to the maximum extent possible. A SWPPP will be
prepared to provide guidance for source control BMPs.

Minimum Requirement #4: Preservation of Natural Drainage Systems and Outfalls

Existing on-site drainage pattern will be converted from overland sheet flow to pipe
conveyance system. The onsite runoff will be collected, detained and treated prior to
being release at the appropriate discharge rates into the existing pipe storm system along
218" Street SW. By controlling the release rate from the onsite runoff, potential increases
in downstream drainage system flow rate should be minimized. This site is located in
Westgate Pond sub-basin, which is part of the Shell Creek drainage basin.

Minimum Requirement #5: Onsite Stormwater Management

The site’s stormwater control system may utilize Low Impact Development (LID)
measures for onsite stormwater management.

Minimum Requirement #6: Runoff Treatment

All new project pollution-generating surfaces will be subjected to Basic Water Quality
Treatment.

Minimum Requirement #7: Flow Control

In addition to the flow control requirement (match 2-year and 10-year peak discharge
rates of the developed to the predeveloped conditions), the flow control is designed to
discharge durations from the developed site match those of the predeveloped durations
for the range of the redeveloped discharge rates from 50% of the 2-year peak flow up to
the full 50-year peak flow.

Lovell-Saueriand & Associates Echelbarger Investments, LLC
Preliminary Drainage Assessment November 2012
LSA#5383 ) Page | 10
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Minimum Requirement #8: Wetlands Protection

No wetlands are known to exist on or immediately adjacent to the site.
Minimum Requirement #9: Operation and Maintenance

An operation and maintenance summary will be provided in final engineering.
Minimum Requirement #10: Offsite Analysis and Mitigation

See Section 4 and Section 5.
Minimum Requirement #11: Financial Liability

This requirement will be addressed during final engineering.

Section 4: Upstream Analysis

This Westgate Pond sub-basin (61-acre) is almost entirely fully developed, primarily with single-
family houses. The sub-basin boundary is generally bounded by 216" Street SW on the north,
85" Place W on the east, 220" Street SW on the south, and 92 Avenue W on the west.

The project site represents about less than 2.4% of the sub-basin (Westgate Pond) and about
0.2% of the entire Shell Creek watershed (821-acre). The offsite basin runoff starts about 300’
(east) upstream from the site, and the storm water is collected in series of pipes and catch basins
along 218" Street SW. With the mitigated stormwater quality and quantity controls proposed on-
site, there is believed to be no adverse impacts to the upstream system. Backwater analysis will
be provided in final engineering.

Section 5: Downstream Analysis

The project runoff will be collected in the detention vault, and the detained stormwater will be
released through the flow control structure and discharged into existing pipe storm system along
218" Street SW. The storm pipe system continues west and empties into Westgate Pond.

By controlling the release rate from the onsite runoff, potential increases in downstream drainage
system flow rate should be minimized. Capacity of existing pipe storm system and backwater
analysis will be provided in final engineering.

Lovell-Sauerland & Associates Echelbarger Investments, LLC
Preliminary Drainage Assessment November 2012
LSA#5383 Page | 11
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Section 6: Drainage Methodology and Applicable Code

The proposed detention system was designed in compliance with The Edmonds Community
Development Code (ECDC) Chapter 18.30. Since the disturbed site area is greater than I-acre,
the project site is classificated as Large Site Project, the developed release rate requirement is to
maintain the predeveloped condition peak runoff rate for the 'z of the existing 2-year, 10-year,
and 100-year, 24-hour design storms. Runoff values and detention sizing were calculated using
the computer program Western Washington Hydrology Model (WWHM3). For the existing
condition target runoff values, the entire site was modeled .as type C soil (till) with forest
vegetation on a flat slope.

Section 7: Water Quality

Dead storage in the bottom of the proposed vault was provided to allow for basic water quality
treatment.

Section 8: Temporary Construction Sediment & Erosion Control

During construction standard BMPs will be employed to control potential adverse impacts to
adjacent properties. These methods will include a temporary construction entrance, silt fencing,
existing catch basin protection, dust control, and temporary seeding of disturbed areas as
required. If required, a temporary sediment pond/trap can be constructed to reduce runoff
turbidity.

Lovell-Sauerland & Associates : Echelbarger Investments, LLC
Preliminary Drainage Assessment November 2012
LSA#5383 Page | 12
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Section 9: Storm Drainage Detention Calculations

Current City code requires that the project’s stormwater control facilities meet the minimum
requirement #7 in Section 4 of Appendix 1 of the Western Washington Phase II Municipal
Stormwater Permit. In accordance with the design standards, development projects must provide

~ flow control to reduce the impact of stormwater runoff from impervious surfaces and land cover

conversions. The flow control standard requires that stormwater discharges shall match
developed discharge durations to pre-developed durations for a range of pre-developed discharge
rates from 50% of the 2-year peak flow up to the full 50-year peak flow.

Western Washington Hydrology Model 3 (WWHM3) is the modeling software release by the
Department of Ecology that is used to size stormwater control facilities in western Washington.
WWHM3 uses the EPA HSPF software program to perform continuous storm modeling of
rainfall-runoff and routing computations. WWHM3 models the rainfall-runoff for pre and post
development, and sizing for a detention facility to control the developed runoff per the minimum
requirement #7. Final engineering may include Low Impact Development (LID) measures to
reduce the stormwater detention vault.

‘The pre-developed conditions of the entire 1.456 acres of on-site development area are assumed

to be forested. The post-developed area includes 0.644 acres — 44.2% impervious and 0.812
acres — 55.8% pervious (lawn area).

Lovell-Sauerland & Associates Echelbarger Investments, LLC
Preliminary Drainage Assessment November 2012
LSA#5383 Page | 13

Packet Page 247 of 586



(SRR

e

Storm Detention Summary Table

Total Project Area: 63,440 sf
Proposed Impervious: 28.070 sf
Proposed Pervious: 35,370 sf

Existing Runoff Rate:

2-year 0.0150 cfs
10-year 0.0289 cfs
100-year 0.0396 cfs

Developed Runoff Rate:

2-year 0.1638 cfs
10-year 0.2820 cfs
100-year 0.4619 cfs

Detention System Release Rates:
2-year 0.0065 cfs
10-year 0.0138 cfs
100-year 0.0296 cfs

Lovell-Sauerland & Associates
Preliminary Drainage Assessment
LSA#5383

1.456 (Ac.)
0.644 (Ac.)
0.812 (Ac.)

Echelbarger Investments, LLC
November 2012
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Emergency Overflow Riser Elevation Analysis
Design Criteria:

Per EDDS Chapter 5, Section 10.G-3, page 91a, requires that ‘the emergency overflow elevation
shall be at least 0.2-feet above the water surface elevation occurring at the 100-year, 15-minute
flow rate calculated using a continuous simulation runoff model approved by Snohomish
County. The 100-year, 15-minute flow rate is estimated flow is estimated by multiplying the
100-year, 1-hour rate by a factor of 1.6.

Design Methodology:

Step 1. Calculate the water surface elevation required by both the emergency overflow riser and
Restrictor riser to accommodate the 100-year, 1-hour rate for the developed unmitigated flow
(0701) per WWHM3 as shown in figure-1.

From Figure-1 the 100-year, 1-hour flow for (0701) = 0.4619 cfs
Step 2: Estimate the 15-minute flow rate by multiplying the above by a factor of 1.6, as follows:
04619 cfs x 1.6= 0.74 cfs

Step 3: Use 2010 Snohomish County Drainage Manual Volume III Figure 3.14 to calculate the
required head for each riser, as follows:

Primary Riser diameter = 18”

Emergency Overflow riser diameter = 18”

100-year, 15-minute flow per above = 0.74 cfs (Use 1.0 cfs)
From Figure 3.14 (on the next page of this report), here are the results:

Head for 18” Restrictor riser = 0.18’
Head for 18” Emergency Overflow Riser =0.18’

Step 4: Per EDDS, the emergency overflow riser shall be at least 0.2 feet above the head
required (0.18 feet) for the restrictor riser to accommodate the 100-year, 15-minute flow (0.74
cfs).

Using the above data, calculate the Top Elevation of the 12” emergency overflow rise above the
12” Restrictor riser top, as follows: ‘
Emergency overflow riser top = 0.20” + 0.18’= 0.38’ above the Restrictor riser top.

Lovell-Sauerland & Associates Echelbarger Investments, LLC
Preliminary Drainage Assessment November 2012
LSA#5383 Page | 16
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WATER QUALITY CALCULATION

Per the Section 4 of Appendix 1 of the Western Washington Phase IT Municipal Stormwater
Permit (minimum requirement #6), water quality treatment to remove pollutants shall be
provided for stormwater runoff from the development. The minimum treatment flow shall be the
91° percentile of the 24-hour runoff (0.0668 cfs) indicated by the WWHMS3 continuous runoff
model. The wet vault will provide basic water quality treatment.

TEWWEME 538
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Figure-2

Convert the 24 hour volume (acre-feet) from Figure-2 to cubic feet, as follows:

0.0668 acre-feet x (43,560 cf/acre) = 2,910 ¢f This is the required ‘dead storage’ volume.

Storage provided =70’ x 42’ x 1’ =2,940 cf

Lovell-Sauerland & Associates Echelbarger invesiments, LLC
Preliminary Drainage Assessment November 2012
LSA#5383 Page | 17
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Western Washington Hydrology Model

PROJECT REPORT

Project Name: 5383
Site Address: 8620 218th Street SW

City :  Edmonds
Report Date : 11/16/2012
Gage ¢ Everett
Data Start : 1948/10/01
Data End : 1997/09/30

Precip Scale: 0.80
WWHM3 Version:

PREDEVELOPED LAND USE

Name : Basin 1
Bypass: No

GroundWater: No

Pervious Land Use " Acres

C, Forest, Flat 1.456
Inpervious Land Use Acres

Element Flows To:

Surface Interflow Groundwater
Name : Basin 1
Bypass: No
GroundWater: No
Pervious Land Use Acres
C, Lawn, Mod .812
Impervious Land Use Acres
ROADS FLAT 0.162
DRIVEWAYS FLAT 0.482
Element Flows To:
Surface Interflow Groundwater

Vault 1, Vault 1,

Lovell-Sauerland & Associates
Preliminary Drainage Assessment
LSA#5383

Echelbarger Investments, LLC
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Name : Vault 1

width 42 ft.
Length : 70 ft.
Depth: 9.5ft.

Discharge Structure
Riser Height: 8.5 ft.

Riser Diameter: 18 in.

Orifice 1 Diameter:
Orifice 1 Diameter:

Element Flows To:
Outlet 1.

0.3333 in.
0.8333 in.

Outlet 2

Elevation:
Elevation:

Vault Hydraulic Table

Stage (f£) Area(acr) Volume(acr-ft) Dschrg(cfs) Infilt(cfs)

0.000 0.067
0.106 0.067
0.211 0.067
0.317 0.067
0.422 0.067
0.528 0.067
0.633 0.067
0.739 0.067
0.844 0.067
0.950 0.067
1.056 0.067
1.161 0.067
1.267 0.067
1.372 0.067
1.478 0.067
1.583 0.067
1.689 0.067
1.794 0.067
1.900 0.067
2.006 0.067
2.111 0.067
2.217 0.067
2.322 0.067
2.428 0.067
2.533 0.067
2.639 0.067
2.744 0.067
2.850 0.067
2.956 0.067
3.061 0.067
3.167 0.067
3.272 0.067
3.378 0.067
3.483 0.067
3.589 0.067
3.694 0.067
3.800 0.067
3.906 0.067
4.011 0.067
4.117 0.067
4,222 0.067

Lovell-Sauerland & Associates
Preliminary Drainage Assessment
LSA#5383
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.000
.007
.014
.021
.028
.036
.043
.050
.057
.064
.071
.078
.085
.083
.100
.107
.114
.121
.128
.135
. 142
.150
.157
.164
.171
.178
.185
.192
.199
.207
.214
.221
.228
.235
.242
.249
.256
.264
.271
.278
.285
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.000
.001
.001
.002
.002
.002
.002
.003
.003
.003
.003
.003
.003
.003
.004
.004
.004
.004
.004
.004
.004
.004
.004
.005
. 005
.005
.005
.005
.005
.005
.005
.005
.005
.005
.006
.006
.006
.006
.006
.006
.006
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.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
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4.328 0.067 0.292 0.006 0.000
4.433 0.067 0.299 0.006 0.000
4.539 0.067 0.306 0.006 0.000
4.644 0.067 0.313 . 0.006 0.000
4.750 0.067 0.321 0.006 0.000
4.856 0.067 0.328 0.006 0.000
4.961 0.067 0.335 0.006 0.000
5.067 0.067 0.342 0.007 0.000
5.172 0.067 0.349 0.007 0.000
5.278 0.067 0.356 0.007 0.000
5.383 0.067 0.363 0.007 0.000
5.489 0.067 0.370 0.007 0.000
5.594 0.067 0.378 0.007 0.000
5.700 0.067 0.385 0.007 0.000
5.806 0.067 0.392 0.007 0.000
5.911 0.067 0.399 0.007 0.000
6.017 0.067 0.406 0.007 0.000
6.122 0.067 0.413 0.007 0.000
6.228 0.067 0.420 0.007 0.000
6.333 0.067 0.427 0.007 0.000
6.439 0.067 0.435 0.007 0.000
6.544 0.067 0.442 0.007 0.000
6.650 0.067 0.449 ©0.008 0.000
6.756 0.067 0.456 0.008 0.000
6.861 0.067 0.463 0.008 0.000
6.967 0.067 0.470 0.008 0.000
7.072 0.067 0.477 0.008 0.000
7.178 0.067 0.484 0.008 0.000
7.283 0.067 0.492 0.008 0.000
7.389 0.067 0.499 0.008 0.000
7.494 0.067 0.506 0.008 0.000
7.600 0.067 0.513 0.014 0.000
7.706 0.067 0.520 0.016 0.000
7.811 0.067 0.527 0.018 0.000
7.917 0.067 0.534 0.020 0.000
8.022 0.067 0.541 0.021 0.000
8.128 0.067 0.549 0.023 0.000
8.233 0.067 0.556 0.024 0.000
8.339 0.067 0.563 0.025 0.000
8.444 0.067 0.570 0.026 0.000
8.550 0.067 0.577 0.191 0.000
8.656 0.067 0.584 0.924 0.000
8.761 0.067 0.591 1.978 0.000
8.867 0.067 0.598 3.273 0.000
8.972 0.067 0.606 4.771 0.000
9.078 0.067 0.613 6.447 0.000
9.183 0.067" 0.620 8.284 0.000
9.289 0.067 0.627 10.27 0.000
9.394 0.067 0.634 12.39 0.000
9.500 0.067 0.641 14.64 0.000
9.606 0.067 0.648 17.02 0.000
9.711 0.000 0.000 19.51 0.000

[UERR I,

[P

MITIGATED LAND USE

Lovell-Sauerland & Associates
Preliminary Drainage Assessment
LSA#5383

Echelbarger Investments, LLC
November 2012
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ANALYSIS RESULTS

Flow Frequency Return Periods for Predeveloped. POC #1

Return Period Flow(cfs)

2 year 0.015001

5 year 0.023973

10 year 0.028937

25 year 0.034039

50 year 0.037094

100 year 0.039616

Flow Fregquency Return Periods for Mitigated. POC #1
Return Period Flow(cfs)

2 year 0.006524

5 year 0.010399%

10 year 0.01375

25 year 0.019051

50 year 0.023893

100 year 0.02961

Yearly Peaks for Predeveloped and Mitigated. POC #1

Year Predeveloped Mitigated
1950 0.001 0.005
1951 0.019 0.007
1952 0.013 0.006
1953 0.008 0.005
1954 0.009 0.005
1955 0.015 0.007
1956 0.028 0.024
1957 0.019 0.023
1958 0.023 0.006
1959 0.018 0.007
1960 0.015 0.006
1961 0.015 0.005
1962 0.016 0.007
1963 0.008 0.005
1964 0.013 0.005
1965 0.015 0.006
1966 0.014 0.007
1967 0.007 0.005
1968 0.022 0.006
1969 0.019 0.007
1970 0.010 0.006
1971 0.011 0.006
1972 0.019 0.01%
1973 0.017 0.005
1974 0.008 0.006
1975 0.014 0.007
1976 0.012 0.005
1977 0.012 0.006
1978 0.003 0.005
1979 0.010 0.005
1980 0.026 0.005
1981 0.011 0.005
1982 0.011 0.004
1983 0.018 0.007
1984 0.012 0.007

Lovell-Sauerland & Associates

Preliminary Drainage Assessment

LSA#5383

Echelbarger Investments, LLC
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1985 0.015 0.007
1986 0.023 0.018
1987 0.061 0.008
1988 0.020 0.007
1989 0.012 0.006
1990 0.010 0.005
1991 0.013 0.006
1992 0.016 0.007
1993 0.011 0.006
1994 0.007 0.005
1995 0.006 0.006
1996 0.013 0.007
1997 0.035 0.007
1998 0.070 0.076

Ranked Yearly Peaks for Predeveloped and Mitigated. POC #1

Rank Predeveloped Mitigated
1 0.0704 0.0756
2 0.0611 0.0240
3 0.0352 0.0228
4 0.0284 0.0193
5 0.0263 0.0181
6 0.0234 0.0077 .
7 0.0229 0.0075
8 0.0224 0.0074
9 0.0198 0.0074
10 0.0194 0.0072
11 0.0193 0.0070
12 0.0192 0.0070
13 0.0187 0.0070
14 0.0178 0.0069
15 0.0175 0.0068
16 0.0168 . 0.0068
17 0.0160 0.0067
18 0.0159 0.0066
19 0.0154 0.0065
20 0.0150 0.0065
21 0.0149 0.0065
22 0.0149 0.0064
23 0.0148 0.0063
24 0.0138 0.0062
25 0.0137 0.0062
26 0.0134 0.0061
27 0.0132 0.0061
28 0.0128 0.0060
29 0.0128 0.0059
30 0.0124 0.0058
31 0.0124 0.0057
32 0.0124 0.0057
33 0.0118 0.0057
34 0.0114 0.0054
35 0.0113 0.0054
36 0.0106 0.0054
37 0.0106 0.0054
38 0.0100 0.0053
39 0.0100 0.0053
40 0.0095 0.0051
41 0.0090 0.0051
42 0.0080 0.0051
Lovell-Sauerland & Associates Echelbarger Investments, LLC
Preliminary Drainage Assessment November 2012
LSA#5383 Page | 22
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43 0.0078 0.0051
44 0.0078 0.0049
45 0.0071 0.0047
46 0.0070 0.0046
47 0.0056 0.0045
48 0.0031 0.0045
49 0.0008 0.0045
POC #1

The Facility PASSED

The Facility PASSED.

Flow (CFS) Predev Dev Percentage Pass/Fail
.0075
.0078
.0081
.0084
.0087
.0090
.0093
.009%¢6
.0099
.0102
.0105
.0108
L0111
L0114
L0117
.0120
.0123
.0126
.0129
.0132
.0135
.0138
.0141
.0144
.0147
.0150
.0153
.0156
.0159
.0162
.0165
.0168
L0171
.0174
L0177
.0180
.0183
.0186
.0189
.0192
.0195
.0198
.0201
.0204

[cNeoReoRoNoNoNeReoRololoNoloNoloNoNoNolsNoNoNoNoNoNoloReoRoNelvoRoRo oo ReolelojoloNoloRo ol

4096
3790
3503
3239
2971
2751
2547
2358
2183
2040
1893
1766
1647
1529
1411
1303
1207
1118
1045
966
904
839
780
739
697
652
622
587
553
525
501
466
438
418
397
380
362
345
320
305
289
281
269
260

2115
923
531
525
521
516
509
504
498
494
489
484
481
477
471
468
462
458
455
448
445
440
434
429
422
416
409
402
394
388
374
360
344
330
320
299
263
253
241
226
209
201
194
187

Lovell-Saueriand & Associates
Preliminary Drainage Assessment

LSA#5383

51
24
15
16
17
18
19
21
22
24
25
27
29
31
33
35
38
40
43
46
49
52
55
58
60
63
65
68
71
73
74
77
78
78
80
78
72
73
75
74
72
71
72
71

Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass

Pass

Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
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0.0207 251 180
0.0210 241 169
0.0213 236 165
0.0215 231 158
0.0218 224 147
0.0221 217 136
0.0224 209 121
0.0227 196 106
0.0230 190 89
0.0233 181 81
0.0236 173 74
0.0239 169 63
0.0242 ~ 158 60
0.0245 153 57
0.0248 149 55
0.0251 145 52
0.0254 144 49
0.0257 140 46
0.0260 138 41
0.0263 136 36
0.0266 132 34
0.0269 128 32
0.0272 126 .32
0.0275 121 32
0.0278 119 31
0.0281 116 30
0.0284 115 29
0.0287 114 29
0.0290 111 29
0.0293 111 29
0.0296 111 29
0.0299 108 29
0.0302 107 28
0.0305 106 28
0.0308 103 27
0.0311 101 27
0.0314 100 27
0.0317 97 27
0.0320 96 27
0.0323 95 27
0.0326 93 27
0.0329 90 26
0.0332 88 25
0.0335 86 23
0.0338 84 22
0.0341 84 22
0.0344 82 22
0.0347 79 22
0.0350 77 21
0.0353 76 21
0.0356 75 21
0.0359 74 21
0.0362 74 21
0.0365 73 21
0.0368 72 21
0.0371 72 20

71
70
69
68

62
57
54
46

42
37
37
37
36
35
34
32

26
25
25

26
26
25
25
25
26

26
26
26

26

26

27
28

29
28
28

26
26
26

27
27
28
28
28
28

27

Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
Pass
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Water Quality BMP Flow and Volume for POC 1.
On-line facility volume: 0.0668 acre-feet
On-line facility target flow: 0.01 cfs.
Adjusted for 15 min: 0.0773 cfs.

Off-line facility target flow: 0.0406 cfs.
Adjusted for 15 min: 0.0429 cfs.

Perlnd and Implnd Changes
No changes have been made.

This program and accompanying documentation is provided 'as-is' without warranty of any kind.

The entire -risk regarding the performance and results of this program is assumed by the user.
Clear Creek Solutions and the Washington State Department of Ecology disclaims all warranties,
either expressed or implied, including but not limited to implied warranties of program and
accompanying documentation. In no event shall Clear Creek Solutions and/or the Washington State
Department of Ecology be liable for any damages whatsoever (including without limitation to
damages for loss of business profits, loss of business information, business interruption, and
the like) arising out of the use of, or inability to use this program even if Clear Creek
Solutions or the Washington State Department of Ecology has been advised of the possibility of
such damages.

Lovell-Sauerland & Associates Echelbarger Investments, LL.C
Preliminary Drainage Assessment November 2012
LSA#5383 Page { 25
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SECTION 10

Appendix

Determining Applicability of Stormwater Management Code ECDC Chapter 18.30
Project Classification

What Qualifies as Replaced Impervious Surface?

Regulation of NEW Impervious Areas for Determining Site Classification

Flow Chart for Determining Whether the Permittee Must Regulate the Project
Flow Chart for Determining Requirements for New Development

City of Edmonds Watersheds

City of Edmonds Slopes Greater than 15 percent and North Edmonds Earth Subsidence &
Landslide Hazard Area (ESLHA)

City of Edmonds Soil Map Units (SCS 1983)

Custom Soil Resource Report for Snohomish County Area, Washington

RN AP -

Lovell-Sauerland & Associates Echelbarger Investments, LLC
Preliminary Drainage Assessment November 2012
LSA#5383 Page | 26
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Figure-A
Determining Applicability of Stormwater Management Code ECDC Chapter 18.30

If any of the descriptions in the Blue Boxes apply to your project or project site, the
Stormwater Management Code applies.

Does your Project Site require the issuance of a City
permit under any of the following:

ECDC Title 18 - Engineering Division
ECDC Title 19 - Building Division

Yes

v

A Stormwater Permit

No

A 4

Yes

A\ 4

Are you submitting a Subdivision application per
ECDC Chapter 20.757

No
\ 4 v
Does your Project site involve any of the following: Stormwater

500 square feet or more of land-disturbing Yes Management
activity, new impervious surface, or replaced requirements of ECDC
impervious surface? Chapter 18.30 are

os . applicable to your
A utility or other construction project Project or Site.

consisting of 500 lineal feet or more of
trench excavation?

4

Is located in, adjacent to, or drains into
(currently or as a result of the project) a
Critical Area or a Critical Area Buffer?

No

A 4

Stormwater Management
requirements of ECDC Chapter
18.30 are not applicable to your

Project or Site '

Note: The definitions of the terms in italics are found in ECDC Chapter 18.30.010 and the Stormwater Code Supplement.

! This chart provides an initial screening for determining the applicability of ECDC Chapter 18.30. The results from using this chart
do not substitute for a determination of applicability by the Public Works Director or Designee per ECDC Chapter 18.30.030 and
the relevant portions of the Supplement.

% If ECDC Chapter 18.30 is applicable to the proposed project and it does not require any other City-issued permit, a Stormwater
Permit and associated fees will be required.

Revised on 4/21/11 E72-SWM_Erosion_Control-Draft-04.21,11-FINAL Page 3 of 13
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Figure-B

Project Classification

If you have determined that the Stormwater Management Code
applies to vour project (Figure-A), follow the Blue boxes in the chart

below to determine the Classification of your project.

See Stormwater Supplement
Chapter 6 for specific
requirements

See Stormwater Supplement
Chapter 5 or specific
requirements

7
Does the project involve 1- Yes P
acre or more of land- ) .
disturbing activity' 7 Large Site Project:
v No See Stormwater Supplement
Yes % Chapter 4 for specific
Is the project part of a larger > requirements.
common plan of development or
sale where the total disturbed area
for the entire plan will total 1-acre Does the project create or add 5,000 square feet or
or more of land-disturbing activity? more of new impervious surface, regulated
: replaced impervious surface or new plus
3 No . regulated replaced impervious surface?
R
Does the Project involve one or more of the © ) .
. Convert % acre or more of native vegetation to
following: land
2,000 square feet (sf) or more of new Yes N lawn or landscaped area
impervious surface, regulated replaced . QR ) )
impervious surface or new plus regulated Through a combination of creating effective
replaced impervious surface? impervious surface and converted pervious
OR surfaces, causes an increase of 0.1 cubic feet per
7,000 sf or more of land-disturbing activity? second in the 100-year flow frequency from a
OR threshold discharge area as estimated using an
50 cubic yards or more of either grading, fill, or approved model?
excavation as defined in Chapter 18.40.000
ECDC?
No No Yes
X y \ 4
Minor Site Project: Category 1 Small Site Project: Category 2 Small Site Project:

See Stormwater Supplement
Chapter 5 for specific
requirements

Notes:

Terms in bold italics are described in the Glossary on pages 10-11. The definitions of the all terms in italics are found in ECDC
Chapter 18.30.010 and the Stormwater Code Supplement

The Classification flowchart assumes the project in question meets the applicability requirements of ECDC18.30.030.

! Land-disturbing Activity: Any activity that results in the movement of earth, or a change in the existing soil cover (both
vegetative and non-vegetative) or the existing soil topography. Land disturbing activities include, but are not hrmted to grading,
filling, excavation, and compaction associated with stabilization of structures and/or road construction.

Revised on 4/21/11 E72-SWM_Erosion_Control-Draft-04.21.11-FINAL Page4 of 13
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Figure-D

What Qualifies as Replaced Impervious Surface?

Is the Impervious Area being
removed and replaced with new
impermeable surface in the

No

~ same footprint?

Yes

¥

Area is NOT considered REPLACED
impervious surface area

Refer to Figure E for requiation of New
Impenrvious Surface Areas

Was the existing impervious area created
priol to 7771977 Yes Area is considered
or »{ EXEMPT REPLACED
prior to the date the parcel was annexed from impervious surface area
Shohamish County?
&
No Yes
\
Is parcel zohed Yes . Does the replaced impervious
Single-Family Residential? v area replace an existing
driveway, walkway or patio in the
same footprint AND will it remain
the same use after
replacement?
No
A 4
No
Area is considered REGULATED REPLACED |
impervious surface area o
Revised on 4/21/11 E72-SWM_Erosion_Control-Draft-04.21.11-FINAL Page 8 of 13
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Figure-E
Regulation of NEW Impervious Surface Areas
for Determining Site Classification

Does the site have any
existing impervious surface
areas
that were created on or after
after July 7, 197717

v

Only those areas proposed
with the project that are to be
Yes converted from pervious
surfaces (hative vegetation,
etc) to impervious surfaces

v

Have City-approved stormwater controls® ) and permeable pavements
been applied to all of the existing . will be regulated as
impetvious areas? Yes .| New impervious Suiface

For example, does the site have an
existing stormwater management system A
that coftects stormwater runoff from all of

the existing impervious surfaces?

No

2

Waere the existing
Yes impetvious areas Yes
constructed prior to the
parcel being annexad inta
the City?

Does the existing impervious area
{not managed by an existing
stormwater system) exceed

2.000sf?

¥
Y.

No No

¥

Was a waiver from the requirement to

install a stormwater management Yes

system granted for the existing
impervious area?

All impervious surface areas created
on or after

July 7, 19772

plus No

All impervious surface areas
proposed with the project will be
regulated as
Naw Impervious Surface Area

Note: For the purpose of this flowchart, it is assumed that all existing impervious surface will remain after the proposed project is complete.
If any existing impervious surface will be demolished for this project, the project may contain a combination of new and replaced
impervious surface. See Glossary, p. 10-11.

Mitigation requirements are based on the total cumulative impervious area created on a project site since July 6, 1977, the effective date of
the City’s first drainage control ordinance.

For parcels that were annexed into the City after this date, the date of annexation shall substitute for the effective date of the City’s first
drainage control ordinance.

For annexed parcels, a functioning Snohomish County-approved stormwater management facility can substitute for a City-approved
facility. ’

Revised on 4/21/11 E72-SWM_Erosion_Control-Draft-04.21.11-FINAL Page 9.0f 13
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Western Washington Phase I Municipal Stormwater Permit

Will the project site discharge
STABL> stormwater either directly or indirectly No
into an MS4 owned or operated by the | Permittee is not required
Permittee? to apply the Minimum
- Requirements to the
Yes Yes project.

A 4

Is the project site exempt according to
Section 1 of this Appendix?

No

- A 4

Will the project disturb 1 acre or more?
Or

If the project disturbs less than 1 acre, is it

part of a larger common plan of

development or sale?

No Prior to the issuance of this
permit did the Permittee
regulate stormwater from
project sites disturbing less than
1 acre?

Yes ]

Continue to regulate stormwater from No
the project site under local stormwater
requirements in effect at the time of
permit issuance.

\ 4

A4

Yes This permit does not
require the Permittee
to regulate stormwater

from the site.

Or
Apply the minimum requirements for
new development and redevelopment
as outlined in Figures 3.2 and 3.3.

A 4

Continue with Figures 3.2 and 3.3

Figure 3.1 Flow Chart for Determining Whether the Permittee Must Regulate
the Project

it

Appendix 1- Minimum Technical Requirements
Western Washington Phase II Municipal Stormwater Permit — September 1, 2012
Page 7 .
Appendix 5
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Western Washington Phase I Municipal Stormvater Permit

Start Here
Does the site have Yes See Redevelopment
3.5% or more Qf Minimum
existing impervious Requirements and
coverage? Flow Chart
. Fi .
No Does the project convert (Figure 3.3)

% acres or more of native
vegetation to lawn or
Does the projectadd | Neo landscaped areas, or

5,000 square feet or » convert 2.5 acres or more

of n . .
_Mmoreolnew of native vegetation to
impervious surfaces?

pasture?
Yes No
v Does the project have
NV 2,000 square feet or
inimum
k more of new, replaced,
Rte}?u1reln§nts apply to or new plus replaced
Rt
pervious surfaces. Yes / No

Minimum Does the project have

land-disturbing
activities of 7,000
Yes square feet or more?

Requirements #1
through #5 apply to
the new and replaced
impervious surfaces
and the land disturbed.

No

v
See Minimum
Requirement #2,
Construction
Stormwater Pollution

Prevention

Figure 3.2 Flow Chart for Determining Requirements for New Development

Appendix 1- Minimum Technical Requirements
Western Washington Phase Il Municipal Stormwater Permit — September 1, 2012
Page 8 i
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Preface

Soil surveys contain information that affects land use planning in survey areas. They
highlight soil limitations that affect various land uses and provide information about
the properties of the soils in the survey areas. Soil surveys are designed for many
different users, including farmers, ranchers, foresters, agronomists, urban planners,
community officials, engineers, developers, builders, and home buyers. Also,
conservationists, teachers, students, and specialists in recreation, waste disposal,
and pollution control can use the surveys to help them understand, protect, or enhance
the environment.

Various fand use regulations of Federal, State, and local governments may impose
special restrictions on land use or land treatment. Soil surveys identify soil properties
that are used in making various land use or land treatment decisions. The information
is intended to help the land users identify and reduce the effects of soil limitations on
various land uses. The landowner or user is responsible for identifying and complying
with existing laws and regulations.

Although soil survey information can be used for general farm, local, and wider area
planning, onsite investigation is needed to supplement this information in some cases.
Examples include soil quality assessments (http://soils.usda.gov/sqif) and certain
conservation and engineering applications. For more detailed information, contact
your local USDA Service Center (hitp:/ioffices.sc.egov.usda.govilocator/app?
agency=nrcs) or your NRCS State Soil Scientist (hitp://soils.usda.govicontact/
state_offices/).

Great differences in soil properties can occur within short distances. Some soils are
seasonally wet or subject to flooding. Some are too unstable to be used as a
foundation for buildings or roads. Clayey or wet soils are poorly suited to use as septic
tank absorption fields. A high water table makes a soil poorly suited to basements or
underground installations.

The National Cooperative Soil Survey is a joint effort of the United States Department
of Agriculture and other Federal agencies, State agencies including the Agricultural
Experiment Stations, and local agencies. The Natural Resources Conservation
Service (NRCS) has leadership for the Federal part of the National Cooperative Soil
Survey.

Information about soils is updated periodically. Updated information is available
through the NRCS Soil Data Mart Web site or the NRCS Web Soil Survey. The Soil
Data Mart is the data storage site for the official soil survey information.

The U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) prohibits discrimination in all its programs
and activities on the basis of race, color, national origin, age, disability, and where
applicable, sex, marital status, familial status, parental status, religion, sexual
orientation, genetic information, political beliefs, reprisal, or because all or a part of an
individual's income is derived from any public assistance program. (Not all prohibited
bases apply to all programs.) Persons with disabilities who require alternative means
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for communication of program information (Braille, large print, audiotape, etc.) should
contact USDA's TARGET Center at (202) 720-2600 (voice and TDD). To file a
complaint of discrimination, write to USDA, Director, Office of Civil Rights, 1400
Independence Avenue, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20250-9410 or call (800) 795-3272
(voice) or (202) 720-6382 (TDD). USDA is an equal opportunity provider and
employer.
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Custom Soil Resource Report

Snohomish County Area, Washington

5—Alderwood-Urban land complex, 2 to 8 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
Elevation: 50 to 800 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 25 to 60 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 48 to 52 degrees F
Frost-free period: 180 to 220 days

Map Unit Composition
Alderwood and similar soils: 60 percent
Urban land: 25 percent
Minor components: 6 percent

Description of Alderwood

Setting
Landform: Till plains
‘ Parent material: Basal till

Properties and qualities
Slope: 2 to 8 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: 20 to 40 inches to densic material
Drainage class: Moderately well drained

Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Very low to moderately

fow (0.00 to 0.06 in/hr)
Depth to water table: About 18 to 36 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
Available water capacity: Low (about 3.0 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability (nonirrigated): 4s

Typical profile
0 to 7 inches: Gravelly ashy sandy loam
7 to 35 inches: Very gravelly ashy sandy loam
35 to 60 inches: Gravelly sandy loam

Minor Components

Mckenna ;
Percent of map unit: 2 percent
Landform: Depressions

Norma
Percent of map unit: 2 percent
Landform: Depressions

Terric medisaprists
Percent of map unit: 2 percent
Landform: Depressions

12
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How Soil Surveys Are Made

Soil surveys are made to provide information about the soils and miscellaneous areas
in a specific area. They include a description of the soils and miscellaneous areas and
their location on the landscape and tables that show soil properties and limitations
affecting various uses. Soil scientists observed the steepness, length, and shape of
the slopes; the general pattern of drainage; the kinds of crops and native plants; and
the kinds of bedrock. They observed and described many soil profiles. A soil profile is
the sequence of natural layers, or horizons, in a soil. The profile extends from the
surface down into the unconsolidated material in which the soil formed or from the
surface down to bedrock. The unconsolidated material is devoid of roots and other
living organisms and has not been changed by other biological activity.

Currently, soils are mapped according to the boundaries of major land resource areas
(MLRASs). MLRAs are geographically associated land resource units that share
common characteristics related to physiography, geology, climate, water resources,
soils, biological resources, and land uses (USDA, 20086). Soil survey areas typically
consist of parts of one or more MLRA.

The soils and miscellaneous areas in a survey area occur in an orderly pattern that is
related to the geology, landforms, relief, climate, and natural vegetation of the area.
Each kind of soil and miscellaneous area is associated with a particular kind of
landform or with a segment of the landform. By observing the soils and miscellaneous
areas in the survey area and relating their position to specific segments of the
landform, a soil scientist develops a concept, or model, of how they were formed. Thus,
during mapping, this model enables the soil scientist to predict with a considerable
degree of accuracy the kind of soil or miscellaneous area at a specific location on the
landscape.

Commonly, individual soils on the landscape merge into one another as their
characteristics gradually change. To construct an accurate soil map, however, soil
scientists must determine the boundaries between the soils. They can observe only
a limited number of soil profiles. Nevertheless, these observations, supplemented by
an understanding of the soil-vegetation-landscape relationship, are sufficient to verify
predictions of the kinds of soil in an area and to determine the boundaries.

Soil scientists recorded the characteristics of the soil profiles that they studied. They
noted soil color, texture, size and shape of soil aggregates, kind and amount of rock
fragments, distribution of plant roots, reaction, and other features that enable them to
identify sails. After describing the soils in the survey area and determining their
properties, the soil scientists assigned the soils to taxonomic classes (units).
Taxonomic classes are concepts. Each taxonomic class has a set of soil
characteristics with precisely defined limits. The classes are used as a basis for
comparison to classify soils systematically. Soil taxonomy, the system of taxonomic
classification used in the United States, is based mainly on the kind and character of
soil properties and the arrangement of horizons within the profile. After the soil
scientists classified and named the soils in the survey area, they compared the
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individual soils with similar soils in the same taxonomic class in other areas so that
they could confirm data and assemble additional data based on experience and
research.

The objective of soil mapping is not {o delineate pure map unit components; the
objective is to separate the landscape into landforms or landform segments that have
similar use and management requirements. Each map unit is defined by a unique
combination of soil components and/or miscellaneous areas in predictable
proportions. Some components may be highly contrasting to the other components of
the map unit. The presence of minor components in a map unit in no way diminishes
the usefulness or accuracy of the data. The delineation of such landforms and
landform segments on the map provides sufficient information for the development of
resource plans. If intensive use of small areas is planned, onsite investigation is
needed to define and locate the soils and miscellaneous areas.

Soil scientists make many field observations in the process of producing a soil map.
The frequency of observation is dependent upon several factors, including scale of
mapping, intensity of mapping, design of map units, complexity of the landscape, and
experience of the soil scientist. Observations are made to test and refine the soil-
landscape model and predictions and to verify the classification of the soils at specific
locations. Once the soil-landscape model is refined, a significantly smaller number of
measuremerits of individual soil properties are made and recorded. These
measurements may include field measurements, such as those for color, depth to
bedrock, and texture, and laboratory measurements, such as those for content of
sand, silt, clay, salt, and other components. Properties of each soil typically vary from
one point to another across the landscape.

Observations for map unit components are aggregated to develop ranges of
characteristics for the components. The aggregated values are presented. Direct
measurements do not exist for every property presented for every map unit
component. Values for some properties are estimated from combinations of other
propetties.

While a soit survey is in progress, samples of some of the soils in the area generally
are collected for laboratory analyses and for engineering tests. Soil scientists interpret
the data from these analyses and tests as well as the field-observed characteristics
and the soil properties to determine the expected behavior of the soils under different
uses. Interpretations for all of the soils are field tested through observation of the soils
in different uses and under different levels of management. Some interpretations are
modified to fit local conditions, and some new interpretations are developed to meet
local needs. Data are assembled from other sources, such as research information,
production records, and field experience of specialists. For example, data on crop
yields under defined levels of management are assembled from farm records and from
field or plot experiments on the same kinds of soil.

Predictions about soil behavior are based not only on soil properties but also on such
variables as climate and biological activity. Soil conditions are predictable over long
periods of time, but they are not predictable from year to year. For example, soil
scientists can predict with a fairly high degree of accuracy that a given soil will have
a high water table within certain depths in most years, but they cannot predict that a
high water table will always be at a specific level in the soil on a specific date.

After soil scientists located and identified the significant natural bodies of soil in the
survey area, they drew the boundaries of these bodies on aerial photographs and
identified each as a specific map unit. Aerial photographs show trees, buildings, fields,
roads, and rivers, all of which help in locating boundaries accurately.
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Soil Map

The soil map section includes the soil map for the defined area of interest, a list of soil
map units on the map and extent of each map unit, and cartographic symbols
displayed on the map. Also presented are various metadata about data used to
produce the map, and a description of each soil map unit.
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Custom Soil Resource Report

MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION

Area of Interest (AOI)
[j Area of Interest (AOl)

Soils
Soil Map Units

Special Point Features
%3] Blowout

<] Borrow Pit
X Clay Spot

Closed Depression
b Gravel Pit
- Gravelly Spot
Landfill
Lava Fiow
Marsh or swamp
Mine or Quarry
Miscellaneous Water
Perennial Water

Rock Outcrop

+ < ® ® % B =B

Saline Spot
Sandy Spot

Fr)
.
2

Severely Eroded Spot
Sinkhole

Slide or Slip

Sodic Spot

Spoil Area

oM oe o ||

Stony Spot

m Very Stany Spot
¥ Wet Spot
A Other

Special Line Features
. Gully

W% Short Steep Slope
~'y  Other
Political Features
o] Cities
Water Features
Streams and Canals

Transportation
s Rails
e Interstate Highways

e US Routes

Major Roads

- Local Roads

Map Scale: 1:3,000 if printed on A size (8.5" x 11") sheet.

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 1:24,000.

Warning: Soil Map may not be valid at this scale.

Enlargement of maps beyond the scale of mapping can cause
misunderstanding of the detail of mapping and accuracy of soil line
placement. The maps do not show the small areas of contrasting

soils that could have been shown at a more detailed scale.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for accurate map
measurements.

Source of Map:  Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL:  http:/iwebsoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov
Coordinate System: UTM Zone 10N NAD83

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as of
the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area:  Snohomish County Area, Washington
Survey Area Data:  Version 7, Jun 29, 2012

Date(s) aerial images were photographed:  7/24/2006

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor shifting
of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Custom Soil Resource Report

Map Unit Legend

Snohomish County Area, Washington (WA661)

Map Unit Symbol Map Unit Name Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

[,

5 Alderwood-Urban land complex, 2 to 8 15! 100.0%
) percent slopes ;

ITotals for Area of Interest 1.5 100.0%

Map Unit Descriptions

The map units delineated on the detailed soil maps in a soil survey represent the soils
or miscellaneous areas in the survey area. The map unit descriptions, along with the
maps, can be used to determine the composition and properties of a unit.

A map unit delineation on a scil map represents an area dominated by one or more
major kinds of soil or miscellaneous areas. A map unit is identified and named
according to the taxonomic classification of the dominant soils. Within a taxonomic
class there are precisely defined limits for the properties of the soils. On the landscape,
however, the soils are natural phenomena, and they have the characteristic variability
of all natural phenomena. Thus, the range of some observed properties may extend
beyond the limits defined for a taxonomic class. Areas of soils of a single taxonomic
class rarely, if ever, can be mapped without including areas of other taxonomic
classes. Consequently, every map unit is made up of the soils or miscellaneous areas
for which it is named and some minor components that belong to taxonomic classes
other than those of the major soils.

Most minor soils have properties similar to those of the dominant soil or soils in the
map unit, and thus they do not affect use and management. These are called
noncontrasting, or similar, components. They may or may not be mentioned in a
particular map unit description. Other minor components, however, have properties
and behavioral characteristics divergent enough to affect use or to require different
management. These are called contrasting, or dissimilar, components. They generally
are in small areas and could not be mapped separately because of the scale used.
Some small areas of strongly contrasting soils or miscellaneous areas are identified
by a special symbol on the maps. If included in the database for a given area, the
contrasting minor components are identified in the map unit descriptions along with
some characteristics of each. A few areas of minor components may not have been
observed, and consequently they are not mentioned in the descriptions, especially
where the pattern was so complex that it was impractical to make enough observations
to identify all the soils and miscellaneous areas on the landscape.

The presence of minor components in a map unitin no way diminishes the usefulness
or accuracy of the data. The objective of mapping is not to delineate pure taxonomic
classes but rather to separate the iandscape into landforms or landform segments that
have similar use and management requirements. The delineation of such segments
on the map provides sufficient information for the development of resource plans. If
intensive use of small areas is planned, however, onsite investigation is needed to
define and locate the soils and miscellaneous areas.

10
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Custom Soil Resource Report

An identifying symbol precedes the map unit name in the map unit descriptions. Each
description includes general facts about the unit and gives important soil properties
and qualities.

Soils that have profiles that are almost alike make up a soil series. Except for
differences in texture of the surface layer, all the soils of a series have major horizons
that are similar in composition, thickness, and arrangement.

Soils of one series can differ in texture of the surface layer, slope, stoniness, salinity,
degree of erosion, and other characteristics that affect their use. On the basis of such
differences, a soil series is divided into soil phases. Most of the areas shown on the
detailed soil maps are phases of soil series. The name of a soil phase commonly
indicates a feature that affects use or management. For example, Alpha silt loam, 0
to 2 percent slopes, is a phase of the Alpha series.

Some map units are made up of two or more major soils or miscellaneous areas.
These map units are complexes, associations, or undifferentiated groups.

A complex consists of two or more soils or miscellaneous areas in such an intricate
pattern or in such small areas that they cannot be shown separately on the maps. The
pattern and proportion of the soils or miscellaneous areas are somewhat similar in all
areas. Alpha-Beta complex, 0 to 6 percent slopes, is an example.

An association is made up of two or more geographically associated soils or
miscellaneous areas that are shown as one unit on the maps. Because of present or
anticipated uses of the map units in the survey area, it was not considered practical
or necessary to map the soils or miscellaneous areas separately. The pattern and
relative proportion of the soils or miscellaneous areas are somewhat similar. Alpha-
Beta association, 0 to 2 percent slopes, is an example.

An undifferentiated group is made up of two or more soils or miscellaneous areas that
could be mapped individually but are mapped as one unit because similar
interpretations can be made for use and management. The pattern and proportion of
the soils or miscellaneous areas in a mapped area are not uniform. An area can be
made up of only one of the major soils or miscellaneous areas, or it can be made up
of all of them. Alpha and Beta soils, 0 to 2 percent slopes, is an example.

Some surveys include miscellaneous areas. Such areas have little or no soil material
and support little or no vegetation. Rock outcrop is an example.

1"
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City of Edmonds

Traffic Impact Analysis Worksheet

el
Moy 27 9012/
IBA=E| =l
DEVELUPMENT SERVICES
COUNTER
Name of Proposed Project: _Echelbarger's Shaw Lane
Owner/Applicant Applicant Contact Person:
Echelbarger Investments, LLC Lovell-Sauerland & Assoc., Inc
Name Name
4001 198th Street S.W., Suite 2 19217 36th Avenue W., Suite 106
Street/Mailing Address Street/Mailing Address
Lynnwood, Wa. 98036 Lynnwood, Wa. 98036
City State Zip City State Zip

Telephone: _425-673-1100

Telephone: _425-775-1591

Traffic Engineer who prepared the Traffic Impact Analysis (if applicable):

Firm Name

Telephone:

Contact Name

E-mail:

THRESHOLD LEVELS OF ANALYSIS

Project Traffic Levels

Sections to Complete

I. Less than 25 peak-hour trips generated

1 and 7 only (Worksheet/Checklist)

II. More than 25 peak-hour trips generated

All sections

1. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

a. Location - Street address: 8620 218th Street S.W.

(Attach a vicinity map and site plan.)

b. Specify existing land use: _One existing single family residence

c. Specify proposed type and size of development: _Six lot subdivision.

(# of residential units and/or square footage of building)

Attachment 9
PLN20120043

Revised on 6/24/10 E82 - Traffic Impact Analysis Worksheet
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d. Date construction will begin and be completed: _Begin spring 2013, complete summer 2013

e. Define proposed access locations: _The south side of 218th Street S.W., 247 feet west of 85th Place W.

f. Define proposed sight distance at site egress locations: _Greater than 250 feet east and west on

218th Street S.W.

2. TRIP GENERATION

Source shall be the Eighth Edition of the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation
manual. For independent fee calculations, the current edition of the ITE manual may be used.

ADT = Average Daily Traffic
PM Peak-hour trips (AM, noon or school peak may also apply as directed by the City Engineer)

a. Existing Site Trip Generation Table:

PM Peak-Hour Trips
Land Use Daily (ADT) IN ouT

b. Proposed Project Trip Generation Table:

PM Peak-Hour Trips
Land Use Daily (ADT) IN ouT

c. Net New Project Trip Generation Table:

PM Peak-Hour Trips
Land Use Daily (ADT) IN ouT

d. State assumptions and methodology for internal, link-diverted or passby trips:

Revised on 6/24/10 E82 - Traffic Impact Analysis Worksheet Page2 of 5
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3. TRIP DISTRIBUTION

Prepare and attach a graphic showing project trip distribution percentages and assignments. For
developments that generate over 75 peak-hour trips, the City Engineer reserves the right to require
trip distribution to be determined through use of the City traffic model.'

4. SITE ACCESS ROADWAY/DRIVEWAYS AND SAFETY

a. Have sight distance requirements at egress location been met per AASHTO requirements?

b. Intersection Level of Service (LLOS) Analysis:
Intersections to be evaluated shall be determined by the City of Edmonds Traffic Engineer

Existing Conditions LOS Delays

Year of Opening LOS Delays

Five Years Beyond Change of

Land Use LOS Delays

¢. Describe channelization warrants:

(Attach striping plan.)

d. Vehicle Storage/Queuing Analysis (calculate 50% and 95 % queuing lengths):

50 % 95 %

Existing Conditions

Year of Opening

Five Years Beyond Change of
Land Use

e. Ifappropriate, state traffic control warrants (e.g. stop sign warrants, signal warrants): -

f.  Summarize local accident history? (only required for access to principal and minor arterials):

! Available upon request at City of Edmonds Development Services Department
? Available upon request at City of Edmonds Police Department

Revised on 6/24/10 E82- Traffic Impact Analysis Worksheet Page 3 of 5
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5. TRAFFIC VOLUMES

Provide the following and other planned development traffic within the city.'

a. Describe existing ADT and peak-hour counts (less than two years old), including turning
movements, on street adjacent to and directly impacted by the project.

b. Describe the estimated ADT and peak-hour counts, including turning movements, the year the

project is fully open (with and without project traffic).

c. Describe the estimated ADT and peak-hour counts, including turning movements, five years
after the project has been fully open (with and without project traffic).

d. State annual background traffic growth factor and source:

LEVEL OF SERVICE (LOS) ANALYSIS

a. Summarize Level of Service Analysis below and attach supporting LOS analysis documentation.
Provide the following documentation for each arterial street or arterial intersection impacted by
ten or more peak-hour trips. Other City-planned developments' must also be factored into the

LOS calculations.

LOS LOS
Existing Conditions Existing Delays
Year of Opening With Project Without Project
Five Years Beyond Change of With Project Without Project
Land Use
b. Note any assumptions/variations to standard analysis default values and justifications:
' A list of planned developments are available at the City upon request for public records
E82 - Traffic Impact Analysis Worksheet Paged of 5

Revised on 6/24/10
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7. MITIGATION RECOMMENDATIONS

State recommended measures and fees required to mitigate project specific traffic impacts. Traffic
impact fee shall be calculated from the Edmonds Road Impact Fee Rate Study Table 4 (attached)
and as identified in ECDC 18.82.120, except as otherwise provided for independent fee calculations
in ECDC 18.82.130.

CHANGE IN USE

Fee for prior use shall be based on fee established at the time the prior use was permitted. If the
previous use was permitted prior to the adoption of Ordinance 3516 (effective date: 09/12/04),
the 2004 ECDC 18.82.120 impact fee shall be used.

Units in
Per Unit square feet,
ITE Land Use Category Fee Rate # of dwelling, Fee
vip, etc.
New Use 210 $ 1.196.33 6 = | $7.177.08
Prior Use 210 $1,196.33 | X 1 = $1.196.33
New Use Fee: $7.177.98 - | Prior Use Fee: § 1,196.33 =) $598165 !
0 NEW DEVELOPMENT
Units in
Per Unit square feet,
ITE Land Use Category Fee Rate # of dwelling, Fee
vip, etc.
New Use $ X =193
(] OTHER

MITIGATION FEE RECOMMENDATION: | $

INDEPENDENT FEE CALCULATION: _$200.00 (+ consultant fee) | $

TOTAL TRAFFIC IMPACT FEE | $

City of Edmonds, Engineering Division Approval

- Date

' No impact fees will be due, nor will a credit be given, for an impact fee calculation resulting in a net negative.

Revised on 6/24/10

E82 - Traffic Impact Analysis Worksheet

Page 5 of 5
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2009 - Impact Fee Rate Table

Edmonds Strecis rod Roadds impact Fae Rate Shady

TABLE 4
IMPACT FEE RATES
{1} {2} {3} {4) {5) (G}
Trip
ITE ITE Land Usa Trip 1% Mew {Length | Net New Trips per knpact Fee Per Uit @
Cedea Catagory Pate® 1 Taps® [Factor® ] Unit of Measure £1,048.47 per Trip
110 Light Industrial 0,971 1008 1.47 143 10005 f1 1.50 per sgquare foox
140 Manufacturing 0731 100%] 1.47 1.07 1.000s5g61 1.12 persquare foot
151 Mmi-warehousa C.26] 100%] 1.47 0.38 1,000 sq iy 0AC per souare foor
210 Single farsily House 1,01 100%] 303 1.14 dweling 1,196.33 per dwelling unit
220 Aparlment D.627 T00%1 1,20 074 dweliing ?76.56 per dwailing unif;
230 Condominium 0521 100%1 115 .60 dweling 629.65 per dweiling urniy
240 Mobila Home 0.58) 1009 1.09 0.64 dwelling 6731.62 per dweiling unit
751 Sanlor Housing 0.16] 100% | 0.93 Q.15 dweling 157.41 per dwaliing unit
320 Motel C47: 100%61 1.27 0.60 room 629.65 perroom
420 Marina 0991 100%] 0.97 0,18 berth 188.89 pervoat berth
444 Movie Thaater 3.801 854 073 2.36 1,000 sq ft 2.48 per siuare foot
492 Health/Fitnes Club 3.531 75% 1 1.00 2,65 1,0008q#t 2.78 per square foot
530 High Scheal 0.971 80%) 1.00 0.78 1,000 st Q.87 per squsre font
%60 Church 0,551 100%| 1.20 0,66 1,000 sq 1t 0.69 per square fool
563 Day Care Center 12,461 75% ] 0.67 6.26 1,000 g ft 6.57 per squirg toot
620 Nursing Home 0.221 1008 | 0.87 0.19 bed 19939 per bed
710 Genaral Office 1.49] 90% | 147 1.87 1,000 sq ft 2.07 por squsre foot
720 Medical Qffice 3.46] 75%1! 1.40 3.63 1,000sqnt 381 persquare foot
814 Specialty Retail 2.71 §5%] 0.60 0.8% 1,000 sy it Q.93 per square foot
820 Shopping Center 73] 65% 0.53 1.28 1,000 s 1.34 per gquare foot
£50 Supermarket 10501 6531 0,67 4,57 _1.000 aq #t 4.80 per squase fool
852 Convenience mkt 34.57 40% | 0.40 5.53 1,000sg4t 5.80 par square font
15416 hours
§12 Qrive-in bank 25.82 55%| 047 6.67 1,000 sq #t 7.00 per square foot
432 Restaurant: sit- 11151 55% .73 448 L0GOsg R 4,70 persquare foot
___________ down SRS P
933 Fast foad, no 2615 S0%| .67 B8.76 1,000 sq 1t 9.19 par sguare fook
drive-up
334 Fast fged, w/ 338Ba) H1%] 082 10,70 1,000 sq Rt 11.23 per squars Moot
drive-up
936 Coffea/Donut 40,751 2081 087 546 1,000 fi 5.73 persguare foot
Skop, ne drive-up . ) )
838 Coffee/Donut 75001 20%| 0.87 10.05 1,000 50 #t 10.535 por square fact
Shop, drive-up, no
indoor seating
445 Gas station 13.38 45% ) 053 3.19 vip 3.347.62 parvip*
w/cenvenience

3TE tnp Gonorotion (@ith Editiony: 4-4 P Paak Hour Tip Ends ,

P preludes poss-by Hps see “Tip Generoflon Hondbook: An 0 fraposed Recormmendgsd
Proctice {1988}

! patio to aveage g lengih.

“vip: vahicls fueing paosition

Hendarson, ' ‘ Cify of Edmonds, Washingfon
Young & Qoiober 29, 30097

Compainy EFFECTIVE 5/ 1/ 2010 Page 21

Revised on 6/24/10 E82 - Traffic Impact Analysis Page 3 of 4
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2004 - Impact Fee Rate Table

Fomonds #ood impas! Foo Rate Study

TABLE 4

S SR IMPACT FEE RATES R
1) {23 Y {H {5) (%)
Trip
e ITE Land Use Trip |5 New | Length | Net Mew Trips per | Impuct Fes Por Unit & §
Code Category Hate’ [ Trips® [Factor'| Unit of Measwe 763,66 par Trip
110 Light Industrial .58 100%1 1.59 1.56 1,000 5q ft 1.19 per squore foot
140 Manufacturing 074 1003 1.59 1.18 1,000 sq ft 0.90 par square Tool
131 Mini-warehouse | 0261 100%] 1.59 0.41 1,000 sq 11 Q.32 per square fo )
210 Single family 1.011 1008 ) 1.08 1.10 dweling B40.72 pear dyalliong unit
House
220 Apattment 0,621 100% | 135 .71 dwelling 54049 per dwelling unit
230 Condarpinium 0.54) 100%) 1.15 (.62 dwelling 474.24 per dwelling unit
24 ils Home 0561 100%] 1.09 0.61 dwelling 466,14 per dwsalling unit
310 Hotel .61 1D 1.25 .76 room TOUBT
320 Magl 0471 10031 1.25 .59 room 100571
424 Marins G191 10036] 0.97 0,18 herth rer boat beath
420 Golf course {307 100487 1,00 0.30 agre 229.70 gar acre
444 Movie Thealer 3.801 100% ) D.72 &.74 1,000 4q fu 1.26 por square foot
12 Racouet chib LE3] 100%:| 0.97 1.78 1,000 aq ft 3.58 por squore foot
50 High School 1021 1005 0.62 3.63 1,000 sq 1t G448 par sguare fool
Charch 0661 10D%| 1.15 0.76 1,000 sq 1t 3,58 per souare foot
Hesgpivat 0921 100%] 1.56 144 1,000 sq Tt 130 per soquare foot
3 Mursing home 0.20] 100%6) O.BY .17 bed 32,88 per bed
710 Geners! Office 1,491 100%] 1.58 237 1000 sq ft 1.81 per square ool
720 Mecieat office 3661 100%1 1.50 549 1000 sq 1 4.19 pur square toot
820 Shonping Center 37410 81%] 040 1.21 1,000 sq & 0.93 per square Tant
£32 Restaurant: sit 10.86 56451 1.06 6.4% 1,000 5 it 4.92 per sguare foot
divwn N
B34 Tast fomd, no 251051 57| 082 .43 1,000 59 ¢ .44 pry sopiare oot
drive-up
834 Fast fooud, w/ 33487 51%| (.62 10.5% 1,000 sq ft B.0OB per syuare foot
drive-up ‘
844 Gas station 14.561 60%1 053 4.63 pumnip 3,535.8% per vip
845 Gas stalion 1338 47| 0.53 3.33 pump 2,545,260 par vip’
w/convenience
850 Supsrmarket 11.57 5591 0.65 4,11 1,000 s ft 3,14 per souare foot
851 Conwvonience 53,73 3931 0.50 £.38 1,000 sq ft 5.40 per square fong
matket-24 by
912 Diive-in Bank 54771 51%| 047 13,13 1,000 sq ft 10.03 per sguare fool

FITE Trip Genstafion (b1h Edifion): 4-& Pi Peak Howr Tripy Encs

* Excludas poss-by Wps: see Tdp Generalion Hondbook: An IIE Proposed Recormmendod
Practice” (1968)

4 gatin o average lip lengih,

“yip: varicls fuslirig positlon

Henderson, B " Cliy of Edmonds, Washington
Young &

Carmpony EFFECTIVE 9/12/2004 AP on 18

Revised on 6/24/10 E82 - Traffic Impact Analysis Page 4 of 4
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Clugston, Michael

From: Clugston, Michael

Sent: , Wednesday, December 26, 2012 10:25 AM

To: todd@echelbarger.com’

Cc: - 'Jeff Treiber'

Subject: Complete application, clarification requested for PLN20120043

Good morning,

Please find attached my comments on behalf of the Planning Division for the é-lot preliminary plat at 8620 218th

St. SW. While the application is fechnically complete, additional clarification is requested. Also attached are
comments from the Engineering Division. Please address our comments at your earliest convenience so we

can move the project forward and schedule a date for the Hearing Examiner.

In the meantime, | will confinue to pfocess the application by issuing a SEPA determination and providing
public notice within the next couple weeks. If you have any questions about that, please let me know. if you
have questions specific fo Engineering, please contact Jeanie McConnell for further assistance.

Have a good day.
PHitee

Michael D. Clugston, AICP
Associate Planner

City of Edmonds

Development Services Department
P: 425-771-0220 | F: 425-771-0221
michael.clugsion@edmondswa.gov

PLN20120043  pln20120043-Echel
—omplete, need cla.. barger-6lot-P...

Attachment 10
PLN20120043
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CITY OF EDMONDS

121 5" Avenue North, Edmonds WA 98020

Phone: 425.771.0220 e Fax: 425.771.0221  Web: www.edmondswa.gov
DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT e PLANNING DIVISION

December 26, 2012

Todd Echelbarger
Echelbarger Investments, LLC
4001 198" Street SW, Suite 2
Lynnwood, WA 98036

Subject: COMPLETE APPLICATION, CLARIFICATION REQUESTED — ECHELBARGER’S SHAW
LANE PLAT AT 8620 218™ ST SW (PLN20120043)

Dear Todd,

Thank you for submitting the required documentation and application fees for the above-
referenced permit; your application is complete according to ECDC 20.02.003. However, while
the application is technically complete, additional clarification is required. Please address all
comments in a written response and by providing updated plans, as appropriate:

1. Tree retention. ECDC 18.45.050.B states: “Trees shall be retained to the maximum
extent feasible.” The Preliminary Clearing Plan shows nearly every tree on the site is
proposed to be removed. At the same time, the few trees shown to be retained on
the Clearing Plan near the southwest corner of the site (three willows) appear to be
located near the proposed rockery which is shown on the associated Preliminary
Development Plan. It is understood that many of the trees on the site are smaller
landscaping and fruit trees or are located in areas that will be disturbed for the
street, sidewalks, utilities, and the like; however, there are large firs proposed to be
removed from the southern portion of Lot 4, in particular, which would otherwise
seem to be good candidates for retention. Please clarify and explain how the
requirement in ECDC 18.45.050.B is being met.

Several of the trees proposed to be removed appear to straddle the site’s exterior
property line (cherry.on Lot 1, pine on Lot 2, willow on Lot 3, cherry and ‘DEC 16’ on
Lot 5). Please confirm ownership of these trees. If the trees are on the property line
and are to be removed, provide written permission from the neighboring
landowners in that regard. Retained trees must be protected during development in
accordance with ECDC 18.45.050.H.

2. Rockery. A2’ -4’ rockery is shown near and along a portion of the west and south
property lines on the Preliminary Development Plan. The top of a rockery may only
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extend three (3’) above original grade if it is to be located within a setback area such
as the one proposed. A condition to this effect will be included in the staff report to
the Hearing Examiner and the height of the rockery will be verified during civil
improvement plan review.

3. Engineering comments. Please address the comments from the Engineering
Division dated December 20, 2012 (attached).

The City will proceed with the associated SEPA determination and public notice requirements.
However, please keep in mind that a complete response to this information request must be
received within 90 days or the application will lapse for lack of information (ECDC
20.02.003.D).

If you have any questions, please contact me at (425) 771-0220.

Sincerely,

Mttt

Mike Clugston, AICP
Associate Planner

Cc: Jeff Treiber
Lovell - Sauerland & Associates, Inc.
19217 36™ Ave. W, Suite 106
Lynnwood, WA 98036
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NAME OF APPLICANT: Echelbarger Investments LLC (Todd Echelbarger)
DATE OF APPLICATION: November 27, 2012

DATE OF COMPLETENESS: . December 26, 2012

DATE OF PUBLIC NOTICE: January 9, 2013

PROJECT LOCATION: - 8620 218th Street SW, Edmonds WA
. ‘ Tax Parcel Number 27043000202800
PROJECT DESCRIPTION:  Echelbarger’s Shaw Lane plat — a six (6) lot subdjvision of a 1.456 acre parcel zoned

Single Family Residential (RS-8), minimum lot size is 8,000 square feet. An existing single family residence will be removed
and a short cul-de-sac road is proposed along with related utilities and improvements.

REQUESTED PERMITS: Preliminary formal plat (Type I1I-B decision by the Hearing Examiner)

OTHER REQUIRED PERMITS: SEPA review and determination

REQUIRED STUDIES: Preliminary drainage assessment, traffic impact worksheet
EXISTING ENVIRONMENTAL ' ~
DOCUMENTS: SEPA checklist, critical area determination

PUBLIC COMMENTS DUE: January 23,2013 '

Any person has the right to comment on this application during the public comment period, receive notice and participate in
any hearings, and request a copy of the decision on the application. The City may accept public comments at any time prior to
the closing of the record of an open record predecision hearing, if any, or, if no-open record predecision hearing is provided,
prior to the decision on the project permit. Only parties of record as defined in ECDC 20.07.003 have standing to 1n1t1ate an
administrative appeal.

Information on this development application can be viewed or obtained at the City of Edmonds Planning Division between the
hours of 8:00 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. Monday through Friday or online through the city’s website at www.edmondswa.gov through
Online Permits link. Search for permit PLN20120043; all materials for the three perrmts have been associated with this permit
number, _

ring date to be determined.

Clty of Edmonds :
Development Services Department ‘ Project Planner: Mike Clugston
Planning Division ~ michael.clugston@edmondswa.gov

425.771.0220

121 5th Avenue North
Edmonds, WA 98020

Attachment 11
PLN20120043
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_——ﬁ—___l . - T - i
Unincorporated Snohomish

1

Echelbarger's Shaw Lane Plat
8620 218th St. SW
PLN20120043

Zoning and Vicin

1 inch = 200 feet

ty Map
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ADJACENT PROPERTY OWNERS LIST N@‘af 27 2@?2

Attach this notarized declaration to the adjacent property owners list.

On my oath, | certify that the names and addresses provided represent all properties
located within 300 feet of the subject property.

Vb, Daerloy

Sighatlre Qj/Apphcant or Applicant’'s Representative

Subscribed and sworn to before me this / [] h day. of Fipcemles , 2O~ .

/M@Q@m el

Notary Public in and for the State of Washington

£ / /
Residing at (»ﬁ//)'%é?'/”%?} /4/& .

NOTARY PUBLIC
STATE OF WASHINGTON
CYNTHIA A. HALCOMB
My Appointment Expires
JUNE 15, 2016

Revised on 9/30/11 P2 - Adjacent Property Owners List Page 2 of 2
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00893100000200
GREGORY L & MELISSA A BRYAN
21803 87TH PL W
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00893100000500

KYLE E ROQUET

21809 87TH PL W
EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000203000
MICHAEL J ARNDT
87W\§?T\fw
EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000203300
OLYMPIC BAPTIST CHURCH - EDMONDS
8713 220TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000203800

A &Y RYAN

8516 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000206600
HANBURYS 3 LLC

8729 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000206800

G CHRIS & JULENE K GRADWHOHL
8631 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000207900

DAN J BROOK

8530 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000208900
NATHAN & LISA RUSH
8520 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000209400

SUSAN N KONDO

12645 SE 125TH AVE
HAPPY VALLEY, OR 97086

00893100000300

GAILL MELDRUM
21805 87THPLW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00893100000600
WALTER & SUZANNE COOK
21808 87THPLW
EDMONDS, WA 88026
27043000203100
SCOTT D BARLOW
8610 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000203400

MICHEAL D & JEAN E CONNELLY

8612 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000206400
FERN J SHEETS

8721 218TH ST SW
EDMIONDS, WA 98026
27043000206600
HANBURYS 3 LLC
23910 107THPLW
EDMONDS, WA 98020
27043000207600

LEE S & MARGARET HOOVER

8518 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000208500

P M & B L HEPLER
8606 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000209000
WOON P YEO

8522 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000209500
ROBERT J MILLER
21802 87TH AVEW
EDMONDS, WA 98026

00893100000400

JOHN & LISA FESTA
21807 87TH PLW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00893100000700
PATRICK B ROGAN
21806 87TH PLW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000203100
SCOTT D BARLOW
8706 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000203600
JAMES R STALKER
8526 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026

27043000206500
FERN J SHEEFS

EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000206700
SCOT & MOLLIE MUNCASTER
8623 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
27643000207800
JAMES W & LOIS J SUTER
8528 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000208900
NATHAN & LISA RUSH
8704 182ND PL SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000209400
SUSAN N KONDA) )
87@5@%"#\&4 STsw
EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000209600
JONATHAN N SACKETT
8718 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
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00408800000100
VERN & MARY OLSON
21704 85THPL W
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00408800000300
ARDSLEY HOMES LLC
16108 ASH WAY
LYNNWOOD, WA 98087
00408800000502
JACKIE S & DAN E DEAN
8511 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00408800000503
DUSTIN RUFFNER
8511 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00419300000100
MICHELLE ECKHART
21920 86THPL W
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00419300000400
CARLA ATUMA
219%@0&“’%
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00505200000100
MARY AKERS
21919 88TH AVEW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00535700000800

v THOMAS D YESBERGER
8806 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00535700001000
RICHARD J & WENDY L NESS
1827 DULLPL
EVERETT, WA 98203
00535700001200
HANNA O RISA
8614 217TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026

" 00408800000200

GARY L SOUTHWICK
21712 85THPL W
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00408800000400
JEFFERY S/JUDITH A MILTON
21726 85THPL W
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00408800000502
DUSTIN RUFFNER
8511 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00408800000600

BENJAMIN C & LAURA H DANNER

21717 85THPLW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00419300000200
LAWRENCE & MELINDA GIzZZ|
21916 86TH PLW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00419300000400

CARLA A TUMA

21911 86TH PLW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00505200000200

PAT SHARPE

21911 88TH AVE W
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00535700000800
THOMAS D YESBERGER
21707 88TH AVE W
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00535700001000
RICHARD J & WENDY L NESS
8626 217TH AVE SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00893100000100

FLORA YIN SHAN CHAN LIU
21801 87TH PLW
EDMONDS, WA 98026

" 00408800000300

EDMONDS, WA 98026
00408800000501
PHILIP V & ROBIN i LOPRESTI
21725 85TH PLW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00408800000503
JACKIE S DEAN

8511 2187H ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00408800000700

EARL V & NANN B PREBEZAC
21711 85TH PLW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00419300000300
JAMES INGRAM

21912 86TH PLW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00419300000500
GORDON E FISH

21915 86TH PLW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00505200000300
PAUL SAMIONE

21903 88TH AVE W
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00535700000900
JOHN BISSELL

8630 217TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00535700001100

JILL E BAKER

8620 217TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00893100000100
TURNKEY BUILDERS INC
16912 15TH AVE NE
SHORELINE, WA 98155
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FILE NO.: PLN20120043
Applicant: ECHELBARGER

DECLARATION OF MAILING

On the 9th day of January, 2013, the attached Notice of Application and Comment Period was
mailed by the City to property owners within 300 feet of the property that is the subject of the
above-referenced application. The names of which were provided by the applicant.

I, Diane Cunningham, hereby declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of
Washington that the foregoing is true and correct this 9th day of January, 2013 at Edmonds,
Washington.

Signed: T}I@JVWJ C(U/‘\ %W )

{BFP747887.DOC;1\00006.900000\ }
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~ File No.: PLN20120043
Applicant. Echelbarger Investments, LLC

DECLARATION OF POSTING

On the 9th day of January, 2013, the attached Notice of Application and
Comment Period was posted as prescribed by Ordinance and in any event
where applicable on or near the subject property.

I, Michael D. Clugston, hereby declare under penalty of perjury under the laws
of the State of Washington that the foregoing is frue and correct this 9th day of
January, 2013, at Edmonds, Washington.

o T
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STATE OF WASHINGTON,
COUNTY OF SNOHOMISH

s - CITY.OF EDMONDS.
[ . NOTICE OF APPLICATION i
NAME OF APPLICANT: Echelbar%er Investments; L1C 0
o - [(Todd Echelbarger) 5 :
. DATE OF APPLICATION: November 27,2012 @ :
_DATE OF COMPLETENESS: December 26,2012 :
DATEOF NOTICE: = January 9, 2013 . G
FILENO: _ PLN20120043 : w
PROJECT LOCATION: ~ 8620 218th Street SW, Edmonds, WA
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Echelbarger's Shaw Lane plat - a six:
B gi) lot subdivision of a 1,456 acre parcel zoned Single Family
¢ Residential (RS-8), minimum [ot size is 8,000 square feet. An
~ existing single family residence will be removed and a short'
.cul-de-sac road is proposed along with related utilities: and :
. improvements. . o . .
REQUESTED PERMITS: Preliminary formal plat . 1
E _g{ype HI-B decision t;_:y the Hearing.Examiner)
 OTHER: REQUIRED PERMITS: SEPA review and determination
REQUIRED STUDIES:  Preliminary drainage assessment,
i : -traffic impact worksheet
| EXISTING ENVIRONMENTAL SEPA checklist, critical area
DOCUMENTS: determination . i

COMMENTSDUE:  January 23, 2013 . L
Any person has the right to comment on this application during .
: ﬁublic comment period, receive notice and participate in any
i nearings, and request a copy of the decision on the application. |
. The City may accept public comments at ar&y time prior to the .
closing of the record of an open record predecision hearing, if
any, or, if no open record predecision hearing.is, provided, prior :
o the decision on the project permit. Only. parties of record as -
defined in ECDC 20.07.003 have slanding to initiate an
administrative appeal. [nformation ‘on this development :
_application can be viewed or obtained at the City of Edmonds
Development  Services Depariment, 121 5th’ Ave Norh,
* [Edmonds, WA 98020 between the hours of 8:00 AM; and:
- 4130 P.M. Monday through Friday or online through the City's
_ website at www.edmondswa.gov through the Online Permits fink
__onthe Permit Assistance page.Search for permit PLN20120043,
= CITYWEONTACT: Mike Clugston, Associate Planner
- michael.clugston@edmondswa.gov !

1
1

- - ' 425:771.0220 :
: Published: January 9; 2013.

Affidavit of Publication
}

S.S.

The undersigned, being first duly sworn on oath deposes and says that she is Principal Clerk of
THE HERALD, a daily newspaper printed and published in the City of Everett, County of
Snohomish, and State of Washington; that said newspaper is a newspaper of general
circulation in said County and State; that said newspaper has been approved as a legal

newspaper by order of the Superior Court of Snohomish County and that the notice

Notice of Application

Echelbarger's Shaw Lane plat

File No.: PLN20120043

.a printed copy of which is hereunto attached, was published in said newspaper proper and not
in supplement form, in the regular and entire edition of said paper on the following days and
times, namely:

January 09, 2013

and that said newspaper was regularly distributed to its subscribers during all of said period.
m,\&)ﬁ E -‘ZMU\I\/\QJ\

Subscribed and sworn to before me this

Principal Clerk

9th

January, 2013 K\_ H’i\/l/
3P 7

[) i P

j C&LL \//(?/{‘L/" Ll 00 NOTA EANEA

7 .
Notary Public in and for the State offWash{ngton, resig}r%yz’it Eux)r ett, Snohomish
o\ PUBLIC
/'\-y 2-17-201 6 §
D)

County.
O
wasH®

day of

Account Name: City of Edmonds

Account Number: 101416 MerNumber: 0001806619

1]
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i

Notice of Publlc Hearing
and SEPA Determmatmn

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Echelbarger s Shaw Lane plat — a six (6) lot subdivision of a 1.456 acre parcel zoned ‘
Single Family Residential (RS-8), minimum lot size is 8,000 square feet. An existing single family residence will be removed
with a short cul-de-sac road being proposed along with related utilities and improvements. A preliminary formal plat isa Type
I1I-B decision by the Hearing Examiner.

NAME OF APPLICANT: Echelbarger Investments, LL.C (Todd Echelbarger)
PROJECT LOCATION: 8620 218th Street, Edmonds, WA

Tax Parcel Number 27043.000202800
PUBLIC COMMENTS ON

PROPOSAL DUE: March 14, 2013

Any person has the right to comment on this application during the public comment period, receive notice and participate in .
any hearings, and request a copy of the decision on the application. The City may accept public comments at any time prior to -
the closing of the record of an open record predecision hearing, if any, or, if no open record predecision hearing is provided,
prior to the decision on the project permlt Only parties of record as defined in ECDC 20.07.003 have standing to initiate an
administrative appeal.

Information on this development application can be viewed or obtained at the City of Edmonds Planning Division between. the
hours of 8:00 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. Monday through Friday or online through the cxty s website at www.edmondswa.gov through
the Permit Assistance link. Search for permit PLN20120043.

'PUBLIC HEARING INFORMATION: A public hearing

SEPA DETERMINATION OF NONSIGNIFICANCE

SEPA DETERMINATION: Notice is hereby given that the City of Edmonds has issued a Determination of Nonsignificance under
WAC 197-11-340(2) for the above project. '

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: This project requires SEPA review because it involves the creation of six residential building Jots.
DATE OF ISSUANCE: February 28, 2013
SEPA COMMENTS DUE: March 14, 2013

SEPA APPEAL: This SEPA determination may be appealed by filing a written appeal citing the specific reasons for appeal with
. the required appeal fee no later than 4 p.m. on March 14, 2013.

City of Edmonds

Development Services Department
Planning Division

121 5th Avenue North

Edmonds, WA 98020

Project Planner: Mike Clugston, AICP
clugston@edmondswa.gov
425.771.0220 ¢

www.edmondswa.gov

iPubhshed m the Ev ; ket u Heratd -
o Attachment 12

PLN20120043
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RECEIVED
ADJACENT PROPERTY OWNERS LIST NGY 27 2012

DEVELOPMENT SERVICE
COUNTER oES

Attach this notarized declaration to the adjacent property owners list..

On my oath, | certify that the names and addresses provided represent all properties
located within 300 feet of the subject property. o

A, Dve

Sigflatlre @/Applicant or Applicant’s Representative

) _
Subscribed and sworn to before me this / ‘7 s day of %Mﬁ*ﬁiéf‘%/ . R .

Motary Public in and for the State of Washington

, o
Residing at Edmendn, lhe.

NOTARY PUBLIC
STATE OF WASHINGTON
CYNTH!A A. HALCOMSB
My Appointment Expires -

JUNE 15, 2016

Revised on 9/30/11 P2 - Adjacent Property Owners List Page 2 of 2
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00893100000200
GREGORY L & MELISSA A BRYAN

21803 87TH PLW

EDMONDS, WA 98026

0089310000050

KYLE E ROQUET

21809 87TH PLW

EDMONDS, WA 98026

27043000203000

MICHAEL J ARNDT

87 62@#«7‘\&&2’:‘;W

EDMONDS, WA 98026

27043000203300

OLYMPIC BAPTA;‘I;)ZHL{J\%@)\EDMONDS

8713 220T,
EDMONDS, WA 98026

27043000203800
A & Y RYAN

8516 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000206600
HANBURYS 3 LLC

8729 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000206800

G CHRIS & JULENE K GRADWHOHL
8631 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000207900

DAN | BROOK

8530 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000208900

. NATHAN & LISA RUSH
8520 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000209400

SUSAN N KONDO

12645 SE 125TH AVE
HAPPY VALLEY, OR 97086

00893100000300
GAILL MELDRUM
21805 87THPLW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00893100000600
WALTER & SUZANNE COOK
21808 87TH PL W
EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000203100
SCOTT D BARLOW
8610 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000203400

MICHEAL D & JEAN E CONNELLY

8612 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000206400
FERN J SHEETS

8721 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000206600
HANBURYS 3 LLC
23910 107TH PL W
EDMONDS, WA 98020
27043000207600

LEE S & MARGARET HOOVER

8518 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000208500

P M & B L HEPLER
8606 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026

27043000209000

WOON P YEO
8522 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000209500
ROBERT J MILLER
21802 87TH AVE W
EDMONDS, WA 98026

. 00893100000400

JOHN & LISA FESTA
21807 87TH PLW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00893100000700
PATRICK B ROGAN
21806 87TH PL W

~ EDMONDS, WA 98026

27043000203100
SCOTT D BARLOW
8706 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000203600 -
JAMES R STALKER

8526 218TH ST SwW

EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000206500

FERN J SHEEFS

EDMONDS, WA 98026
2704300020670

SCOT & MOLLIE MUNCASTER
8623 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000207800

JAMES W & LOIS J SUTER
8528 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000208900
NATHAN & LISA RUSH
8704 182ND PLSW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000209400
SUSAN N K?\w)
87@%@7‘9}4 STsw
EDMONDS, WA 98026
27043000209600
JONATHAN N SACKETT
8718 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
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00408800000100
VERN & MARY OLSON
21704 85THPL W
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00408800000300
ARDSLEY HOMES LLC
16108 ASH WAY
LYNNWOOD, WA 98087
00408800000502
JACKIE S & DAN E DEAN
8511 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00408800000503
DUSTIN RUFFNER
8511 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00419300000100
MICHELLE ECKHART
21920 86THPLW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00419300000400
CARLA ATUMA

219(@& PLW
EDMONDS, WA 98026

00505200000100

MARY AKERS

| 21919 88THAVEW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00535700000800

' THOMAS D YESBERGER
8806 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00535700001000
RICHARD § & WENDY L NESS
1827 DULL PL
EVERETT, WA 98203
00535700001200
HANNA O RISA
8614 217TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026

~-00408800000200

GARY L SOUTHWICK
21712 85TH PLW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00408800000400
JEFFERY S/JUDITH A MILTON
21726 85TH PL W
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00408800000502
DUSTIN RUFFNER
8511 218TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00408800000600

BENJAMIN C & LAURA H DANNER

21717 85THPLW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00419300000200
LAWRENCE & MELINDA GIZZI|
21916 86TH PLW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00419300000400

CARLA A TUMA

21911 86TH PLW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00505200000200

PAT SHARPE

21911 88TH AVE W
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00535700000800

THOMAS D YESBERGER
21707 88THAVEW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00535700001000
RICHARD J & WENDY L NESS
8626 217TH AVE SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00893100000100

FLORA YIN SHAN CHAN LIU
21801 87TH PL W
EDMONDS, WA 98026

'00408800000300

EDIMIONDS, WA 98026
00408800000501
PHILIP V & ROBIN Vi LOPRESTI
21725 85TH PLW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00408800000503
JACKIE S DEAN
851121 STSwW
EQNMONDS, WA 98026
00408800000700
EARLV & NANN B PREBEZAC
21711 85THPLW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00419300000300
JAMES INGRAM
21912 86TH PLW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00419300000500
GORDON E FISH
21915 86TH PLW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00505200000300
PAUL SAMIONE

21903 88TH AVEW
EDMONDS, WA 98026

00535700000900

JOHN BISSELL

8630 217TH ST SW

-‘EDMONDS, WA 98026

00535700001100

JILL E BAKER

8620 217TH ST SW
EDMONDS, WA 98026
00893100000100
TURNKEY BUILDERS INC
16912 15TH AVE NE
SHORELINE, WA 98155
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FILE NO.: PLN20120043
APPLICANT: ECHELBARGER

DECLARATION OF MAILING

On the 27th day of February 2013, the attached Notice of Public Hearing and SEPA
Determination was-mailed by the City to property owners within 300 feet of the property that is
the subject of the above-referenced application. The names of which were provided by the
applicant. . :

I, Diane Cunningham, hereby declare under penalty of petjury under the laws of the State of
Washington that the foregoing is true and correct this 27th day of February, 2013 at Edmonds,
Washington.

Signed: D\CU/\Q / CMMA/(C()I/\W

{BFP747887.DOC;1\00006.500000\ }
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File No.: PLN20120043
Apphccni Echelbarger Investments, LLC

DECLARATION OF POSTING

On the 28th day of February, 2013, the attached Nofice of Public Hearing and
SEPA Determination was posted as prescribed by Ordinance and in any event
where applicable on or near the subject property.

I, Michael D. Clugston, hereby declare under penalty of perjury under the laws

of the State of Washington that the foregoing is true and correct this 28t day of
February, 2013, at Edmonds, Washington.

Signed: ¢%&/ég '
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Affidavit of Publication

STATE OF WASHINGTON, }

T I3 : 1 i i y P Clpal €IK O
DETERMINATION OF NONSIGNI lCANCE S he undersxgned, bemg first dl]]y sworn on oath deOSCS and says that she is Prin P Clerk of

P%B!f.lc l:‘EAﬁlNG INFORMATION: A public hearing will be feld . THE HERALD, a daily newspaper printed and published in the City of Everett, County of
efore the Hearing Examiner ori March 14, 2013'at3 inth i i : i i
Council cnambe,gs ated at 250 5th Ave N Edm%r','&s WX Snohomlsh,. andAState of Washington; that S.ald newspaper is a newspaper of general

9020 ~circulation in said County and State; that said newspaper has been approved as a legal
PROJECT DESCRIPTIO Echelbarger's Shaw Lane plat Sasix

{6) lot subdivision of a 1.456 acre parcel zoned Single Family:  newspaper by order of the Superior Court of Snohomish County and that the notice
Residential (RS-8), minimum ot size is 8,000 square feet. AR
existing single famlly residence will be removed and a short
| cul-de-sac road is proposed a!ong with related utilities and’
. [mprovements. . . ;
'PROJECT LOGATION: 8620 2181h Sireet SW, Edmonds, WA Notice of Public Hearing and
A SR o] |
: Echelbarger nvestments LLC ‘ L P
(Todd Echelbarger) 9 SEPA Determination of Nonsignificance
|NOTICE |S HEREBY GIVEN that the City of Edmonds has lssued<
a Determinatian of Nonsianifican rsuant to WAC 197-11«

-340(2) for ishe above project: i Echelbarger's Shaw Lane Plat

] project plans and DNS'
are available for Viewing at the | Planning Division. located on the

second floor of Edmorids City Hall, 121 5th Ave N, Edmonds, i ich is hereunto attached, was published in said newspaper proper and not
WA 98020 betweon the houis of 8:00 AM. and 490 by, 2 Printed copy of which is hereunto p paper brop

Monday lhrm.égh Friday or anline through the City’s website at.  in supplement form, in the regular and entire edition of said paper on the following days and
www.edmondswa.gov through the On?ne Permns link on the times. namely:
Permit Ass!stance fage Search for germnt PLN20120043. > Y-

‘APPE ERI O]D [ ou rrll'uay app?fa‘ this dete?nmauon Vlay ﬁlti}ngha
. wntlen a peal ciling the specific reasons for appea with the " .
. required gppeal fee no later than March 14, 2013 by 4:00 PM. February 28, 2013
CiTY CONTACT' Mike Clugston, Associate Planner = ¢
~ michael, clugston@edmondswa gov
. 425-774-0220
Pubhshed February 28 2013.

and that said newspaper was reguiarly distributed to its subscribers during all of said period.

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 28th

ebruary, 2013 /ﬁ{\ﬁﬁ}\\
W
S ANG
Q
© NO TARY
AR - \Zé!ﬂw /

Notary Publlc in and for the State of Washington, tesiding at Epqraty fnohomysh
County. 4 . <

Principal Clerk

day of

Account Name: City of Edmonds Account Number: 101416 Order Number: 0001811983
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g - PLANNING

Project Number: PLN20120043 .

Applicant's Name: ECHELBARGER INVESTMENTES, LLC

Property Location; 8620 218™ ST, SW

Date of Application:__11/27/2012 Date Form Routed:___ 11/29/2012
Zoning.__ SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL (RS-8)

Project Description:__ 6-LOT PLAN

**PER ECDC 20.02.005 ALL COMMENTS MUST BE SUBMITTED WITHIN 15 DAYS OF THE DATE
THIS FORM WAS ROUTED. DUE BY 12/21/2012

If you have any questions or need clarification on this project, please contact:

Responsible Staff: _MIKE CLUGSTON Ext._1330

***#‘*********************‘*** Hk Fkkkk FkkokE : skkokkkckkok * ok sk sk ok ko ook sk sk ok ko sk
¥ e

Name of Ingfvidual Submitfing Comments: Covrie /Lé/if?\

e P2 Dire cfers

I have reviewed this land use proposal [ 1 have reviewed this land use proposal
for my department and have for my department and have
concluded that IT WOULD NOT AFFECT concluded that IT WOULD AFFECT MY
MY DEPARTMENT, so | have no . DEPARTMENT, so | have provided
comments. My department may also comments or condifions below or
review this project during the building attached.

permit process (if applicable) and
reserves the right fo provide additional
comments at that time.

Comments (please atfach memo if additional space is needed):

The following conditions should be attached to this permit o ensure compliance with the
requirements of this department (plecs_e attach memo if additional space is needed):

~

Date: ]?,;/(/// %
(. G—

Signature:

Phone/E-mail:

Attachment 13
PLN20120043
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-0 Economchev H| Parks Maintenance

Project Number: PLN20120043

Applicant’'s Name:____ECHELBARGER INVESTMENTES, LLC

Property Location: 8620 218™ ST, SW

Date of Application:__11/27/2012 Date Form Routed:____11/29/2012
Zoning:__SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL (RS-8)

Project Description:__6-LOT PLAN

**PER ECDC 20.02. .005 ALL COMMENTS 'MUST BE SUBMITTED WITHIN 15 DAYS OF THE DAT
‘}THIS;FORM WAS ROUTED _DUEBY 12/21 [2012

If you have any questions or need clarification on this project, please contact:
Responsible Staff:_ MIKE CLUGSTON . Ext._1330

sokskok kK Kok kR R K Fokk Rk ETT T ok skk kKKK KK *% ok sk ok R KRR KRk R kKK

Name of Individual Submitting Comments:

Title:

[ 1 have reviewed this land use proposal [ 1 have reviewed this land use proposal
for my department and have for my department and have
concluded that IT WOULD NOT AFFECT concluded that IT WOULD AFFECT MY
MY DEPARTMENT, so | have no DEPARTMENT, so | have provided
comments. My department may also comments or conditions below or
review this project during the building attached.

permit process (if applicable) and
reserves the right fo provide additional
comments at that time.

Comments (please attach memo if additional space is needed):

[lovllE Fite mgiiavy [ Pogrc ) AT Pode 7o

QAT Noe o ERSTING SPACG ExCEshiA

SNOHOMISH CO.

The following conditions should be attached to this permit o ensure complii‘

requirements of this department (please attach memo if additional space is need
Deovibs _ Pubeic dhyDMT AT -FokD F DESTR T
EcdC . 19.25 0S5 | }

i

O John J, Westfall
i Fire Marshal
Date: iz / 1o / /2= TN Jjwestfall@firedistrict1.org
. |

Signature: / W

] / q// 12425 Meridian Ave,
Phone/E-mail: Everett WA 98208

U phone: 425-551-1200

fax: 425-551-1249
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CiTy bEEDMTO“ND,S::-;PALiAN‘N‘ING DIVISIUN

& Rec.

Project Number:_ PLN20120043

Applicant’s Name:___ECHELBARGER INVESTMENTES, LLC 3 <
Property Location:____ 8620 218 ST. SW L, I
Date of Application:__11/27/2012 Date Form Routed: 11/29/2@% ‘?Zy
Zoning:__SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL (RS-8) &

Project Description:___6-LOT PLAN

**PER ECDC 20.02.005 ALL COMMENTS MUST BE SUBMITTED WITHIN 15 DAYS OF THE DATE.
;;THISTFO'RM WAS ROUTED ‘DUE BY. 12/21 /2012 ,,

If you have any questions or need clarification on this project, please confact:
Responsible Staff:_ MIKE CLUGSTON Ext._1330

—— *k ok ok o s ok o K ok o oK sk R oK o s sk o ok R R R R R kR R K KR 3K ok R ook ok ok R R R R sk ok o ok sk ok sk o s ok skl ok sk ok ok ok ok ok

Name of Individual Submitting Comments:

Title:

O have reviewed this land use proposal O 1 have reviewed this land use proposal
for my department and have for my department and have
concluded that IT WOULD NOT AFFECT concluded that IT WOULD AFFECT MY
MY DEPARTMENT, so | have no DEPARTMENT, so | have provided
comments. My department may also comments or conditions below or
review this project during the building attached.

permit process [if applicable) and
reserves the right to provide additional
comments at that time.

Comments [please attach memo if additional space is needed):

"

Wfs s SEE Coum oIS ou) Lo T

The following conditions should be attached to this permit o ensure compliance with the
requirements of this department (please attach memo if additional space is needed):

Date:

Signature:

Phone/E-mail:
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Project Number:_ PLN20120043

Applicant's Name: ECHELBARGER INVESTMENTES, LLC

Property Location: 8620 218™ ST, SW

Date of Application:__11/27/2012 Date Form Routed:____11/29/2012
Zoning:__ SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL (RS-8)

Project Description:___6-LOT PLAN

**PER ECDC 20.02.005 ALL COMMENTS MUST BE SUBMITTED WITHIN 15 DAYS OF THE DATE
THIS FORM WAS ROUTED; DUE BY 12/21/201:

If you have any questions or need clarification on this project, please contact:
Responsible Staff;_ MIKE CLUGSTON Ext._1330

****‘*********************‘*************************************************************************************

Name of IndIVIdUOI)Smelﬂlng Comments: ”’?\3\%/ g ?
Tte:_ 11/ %fj(“w AT \M
D / .
1y have reviewed this land use proposal 1 [ have reviewed this land use proposal

for my department and have 7" for my department and have
concluded that IT WOULD NOT AFFECT concluded that [T WOULD AFFECT MY
MY DEPARTMENT so | have no DEPARTMENT, so | have provided
comments. My department may also comments or conditions below or
review this project during the building aftached.

permit process (if applicable) and
reserves the right to provide additional
comments at that fime.

Comments (please attach memo if additional space is needed):

TR .
AT e YO

The following conditions should be attfached to this permit to ensure compliance with the
reqguirements of this department (please attach memo if additional space is needed):

~

Isl
Date: \ V
Signature:
o a5 =7 =N
Phone/E-mail; X ’? “5 8
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MEMORANDUM

Date: December 20, 2012

To: Mike Clugston, Planner

From: Jeanie McConnell, Engineering Program Manager
Subject: PLN20120043, Echelbarger — 6 lot Plat

18620 — 218" St SW

The comments provided below are based upon review of the preliminary documents for the
subject plat. Additional information is requested from the applicant at this time in order to
continue review of the application and provide preliminary approval of the short plat. Please
ask the applicant to revise and resubmit plans addressing each of the comments below.

Please also note, after receiving preliminary short plat approval from the Planning Division,
the applicant will be required to submit a complete set of civil engineering plans to the City
Engineering Division for review and approval.

1. Show the location of existing and proposed overhead and underground utility lines,
sanitary sewer systems (including stubs to all lots), water mains and water service lines
adjacent to and/or within the proposed subdivision. ‘

2. On the preliminary drainage plan please provide invert elevations to the extent necessary
to confirm discharge to the City storm system is possible. If discharge to the City system
is not possible, then an alternate drainage proposal will need to be provided for review and
approval.

Thank you.

City of Edmonds
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ENGINEERS / SURVEYORS / PLANNERS / DEVELOPMENT CONSULTANTS

January 7, 2013
File No. 5383-0-12

Mr. Michael Clugston, AICP

Edmonds Planning Department

RECEIVED

121 5™ Avenue N. —
Edmonds, Washington 98020 ]AN 09 2013

Re : Echelbarger’s Shaw Lane PLN 20120043

Dear Mike,

In response to your letter of December 26, 2012 | have modified the preliminary plans as follows:

Planning Comments

1.

Remmi&'
| have taken the remove tree designation on many of the trees on the site. | have essentially left -

the trees that are outside the building setback areas. The large evergreen trees in the south
portion of the Lot 4 and the north portion of Lot 6 building envelopes are still designated to be
removed as the critical root zone severely impacts the building envelope for the future residence.
Encroaching any significant distance into the root zone will impact the trees long term viability and
perhaps create a dangerous situation. | have shown the other large trees in the southern setback
being retained. The property owner believes that the clearing as shown on the revised plan
shows the maximum tree retention feasible to reasonably develop the property and construct new
homes.

The rockery located in the vicinity of the west property line will not exceed the 3 foot height above
existing grade as required by Edmonds regulation. The rockery serves a dual purpose. It will help
create useable back yard space as well as provide for the directing the surface water to the
proposed storm water detention vault. It has also been noted that the location will be further
evaluated at time of final engineering plan preparation to minimize tree removal.

Engineering Comments

1.

The overhead power lines have been added to the plan, they are located on the north side of
218™ Street S.W. The water, sewer and drainage lines were shown on the original submittal.
Power, telephone and communications utilities will be underground as required and will generally
be located in the 10 foot frontage easements along the public and private street frontages. (a note
was added to the plan).

The approximate inverts of the storm sewer outfall were added to the plan. The storm water vault
will be connected to the existing public storm drainage line about 235 feet west of the property.

If you should need any information, please let me know.

Sincerely,

S

%@uﬂw

Jeffrey Treiber

Lovell-Sauerland & Assoclates, Inc.
19217 36th Ave. W., Suite 106, Lynnwood, WA 98036 425-775-1591 LSAengineering.com

Packet Page 315 of 586

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES



MEMORANDUM RECEIVED

rep 0 HY
DE\IELO%%%‘\\\?( S%R\]\CE%
Date: January 31, 2012
To: Mike Clugston, Planner
From: Jeanie McConnell, Engineering Program Manager
Subject: PL.N20120043, Echelbarger — 6 lot Plat

8620 - 218" St SW

The comments provided below are based upon review of the preliminary documents for the
subject plat. Additional information is requested from the applicant at this time in order to
continue review of the application and provide preliminary approval of the short plat. Please
ask the applicant to revise and resubmit plans addressing each of the comments below.

Please also note, after receiving preliminary plét approval from the Planning Division, the
applicant will be required to submit a complete set of civil engineering plans to the City
Engineering Division for review and approval.

1.

1/31/2013 — A sanitary sewer stub has not been shown to Lot 2, please add a stub. Please

show existing utility services for the existing home. l/
12/20/2012 - Show the location of existing and proposed overhead and underground g g
utility lines, sanitary sewer systems (including stubs to all lots), water mains and water

service lines adjacent to and/or within the proposed subdivision.

1/31/2013 — Thank you for adding invert elevations to the plans. With the information

provided it looks as though the outfall connection to the City system is lower than what

would be allowed to maintain gravity flow in the City storm system. The proposed i.e. at QA&
the point of connection is shown to be 81.0. The upstream i.e. is shown to be 92.57 and

the downstream 1i.e. is shown to be 85.22. Please verify invert elevations are accurate and

propose an alternate drainage plan as necessary.

12/20/2012 - On the preliminary drainage plan please provide invert elevations to the @%
extent necessary to confirm discharge to the City storm system is possible. If discharge to

the City system is not possible, then an alternate drainage proposal will need to be

provided for review and approval.

Thank you..

City of Edmonds
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Mr. Michael Clugston, AICP January 11, 2013
Edmonds Planning Department
121 5™ Avenue N

Edmonds, Washington 98020
Re: Problem with PLN 20120043
Dear Mr. Clugston:

This is response to the Notice of Application on File PLN 2012003; the six lot
subdivision of Echelbarger’s Shaw Lane plat. Our home (8612 218" ST SW) in
located immediately adjacent to the proposed lot 4. The large fir trees on the
back southeast side of lot 4 are an extreme hazard to our house. These trees
have been topped and now have multiple trunks at the top. The south side of
our house and the proposed lot 4 are subject to high winds due to the open field
owned by the church. We have had damage to our home because of tree limbs
falling from trees. We expressed our concerns with the property owners last
year and they had a tree service come out and remove some limbs and thin the
trees, but this did not resolve the problem.

The trees on the south side of lot 4 must be removed.
Your prompt attention to this request would be appreciated.

Sincerely,

Micheal and Jean Connelly
8612 218" ST SW
Edmonds, Wa 98026
425-771-1974
mj_connelly@frontier.com

Attachment 15
PLN20120043
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Clugston, Michael

From: , mj_connelly@frontier.com
Sent: Friday, January 11, 2013 10:48 AM
To: : _ Clugston, Michael

Subject: _ PLN 20120043 - PROBLEM

Mr. Michael Clugston, AICP

Edmonds Planning Department

121 5" Avenue N

Edmonds, Washington 98020

Re: Problem with PLN 20120043

Dear Mr. Clugston: _

This is response to the Notice of Application on File PLN 2012003; the six lot subdivision of Echelbarger’s Shaw
Lane plat. Our home (8612 218™ ST SW) in located immediately adjacent to the proposed lot 4. The large fir -
trees on the back southeast side of lot 4 are an extreme hazard to our house. These trees have been topped
and now have multiple trunks at the top. . The south side of our house and the proposed lot 4 are subject to
high winds due to the open field owned by the church. We have had damage to our home because of tree
limbs falling from trees. We expressed our concerns with the property owners last year and they had a tree
service come out and remove some limbs and thin the trees, but this did not resolve the problem.

The trees on the south side of lot 4 must be removed.

Your prompt attention to this request would be appreciated.

Sincerely,

Micheal and Jean Connelly

8612 218™ ST SW

Edmonds, Wa 98026

425-771-1974
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Clugston, Michael

From: | Cruz, Cindi

Sent: Friday, January 11, 2013 3:31 PM

To: Clugston, Michael

Subject: -FW: New submission from 'Citizen Feedback'!
Hi Mike,

This came in through the citizen feedback e-mail.

Cindi Cruz

City of Edmonds - Executive Assistant for
Community Services and Economic Development
121 5th Avenue North, Edmonds, WA 98020
425-775-7724

Cindi.cruz@edmondswa.gov

“Never doubt that a small group of thoughtful, committed citizens can change the world. Indeed, it is the only thing that ever has.”

- Margaret Mead
Please do nof print this email unless niecessary.

From: NoReply
Sent: Friday, January 11, 2013 3:29 PM
To: Cruz, Cindi .
~ Subject: New submission from 'Citizen Feedback'!

You have new Citizen Feedback.

Your Name: Pat Hepler

Street Address: 8606 218 ST SW
City: Edmonds

State: WA

Phone: 425.776.4579

Email: phepler@comcast.net
Date Visited: 01/11/2013

Dept. Visited Building Dept.
Employee Name Mike Clugston

Responsiveness
Timeliness
Cooperativé
Courteous

Your Feedback

Mike- Concerning #PLN20120043:
We live in the home just east of the new proposed development at 8620 218 ST
SW, where Mr. Echelbarger will be building 6 new homes. In the proposed
_clearing plan, they do not intend to remove any trees that border our west
property line with them. We would very much like all of them removed. They
encroach onto our property, by hanging over into our property, biocking the sun,
and creating a large maintenance load for us, due to the falling of the leaves,
branches and needles from the trees, onto our yard, and roof, and into our
gutters.
Also, the western portion of the 8620 property bordering our property is very

1

Attachment 16
PLN20120043
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wet, even with the catch basin in the current drive way. This location will be back
yards to the new easternly homes on the new development. We strongly hope
that the drainage plan takes that into account.

Thank you and Mr. Echelbarger, for your consideration.

pat Hepler

Manage Submission
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; DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
January 28, ?013 COUNTER

Ms Mary Olson

21704 85th PL. W

Edmonds, WA 98020

RE: Comments Echelbarger’s Shaw Lane
Dear Ms Olson,

In reviewing the City file on our new neighborhood, we came across your comments
concerned with traffic and pedestrian issues. We agree that currently the Shaw property
does impede both traffic and especially pedestrian access on 217th.

We wanted you to know that as a part of our project we will be installing not only a full 5
foot wide sidewalk fronting the entire length of our property on 217th, but also adding a
curb and some additional widing of 217th as well. This will be in addition to the
sidewalk we are proposing on the west side of our new plat road.

| am sure this will not answer all the concerns you may have on other portions of 217th,

but | wanted to asure you that our section of the street will be much safer once our
improvements are completed.

Should you have any additional questions, please give me a call at 425 673-1100.

\Sincerely,

<

ike Echelbarger
President
4001 198th St SW
Lynnwood, WA 98036

Attachment 17
PLN20120043

16108 Ash Way, Suite 203 + Lynnwood, WA 98087 - (425) 741-3535 - Fax (425,
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JAN 28 2013

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
~ GOUNTER

January 28, 2013

Michael and Jean Connelly
8612 218th St SW
Edmonds, WA 98026

RE: Comments Echelbarger’s Shaw Lane
Dear Mr and Mrs Connelly,

In reviewing the City file, | came across your concerns about the 34" Fir tree adjacent to
your home and on the East side of our proposed ot 4.

Generally, we cut most of the trees within the set-back area (building area) of each lot
and leave the surrounding trees. While Fir trees are aesthetically pleasing and closely
protected by the City, our opinion is that when they get large they become a potential
life-threatening hazard. The perfect sized Fir tree is 20’ tall and shaped like a Christmas
tree. This one is too tall and we would prefer to cut it rather than chance leaving it.

While this tree is mostly on our property, It appears it may be partially on your property
as well.

We will need your written permission to take it down. We will also need concurrence
from the City which we will try to achieve.

Should you have an estions, please give me a call at 425-673-1100.

{
Sincgr

Mike Echelbarger
President

4001 198th St SW
Lynnwood 98036

16108 Ash Way, Suite 203 + Lynnwood, WA 98087 - (425) 741-3535 « Fax (425) 745-9115
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Clugston, Michael

From: mike echelbarger [mike@echelbarger.com]

Sent: Monday, February 04, 2013 10:31 AM

To: Clugston, Michael

Cc: Todd Echelbarger; mi_connelly@frontier.com
Subject: ' Echelbarger's Shaw Lane 6 lot plat-Connelly Concerns
Attachments: Colinely tree removal req 2.jpeg

After reviewing the comments in the city file, we reached out to determine the specifics of
the Connelly's concerns. They would like the three trees removed as shown below. We
support their position and would ask for permission to include the removal of the subject
trees with our plat plan.

mike echelbarger
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January 31, 2033

Mike Echelbarger
Echelbarger investments, LLC
4001198 5TSW

RE: Tree Remaval on Proposed Lot 4, Echelbarger’s Shaw Lane plat [PLN20120043)

Dear r. Echelbarger,

weakened by years of mx,managemen! and neglu:t by the prevmus prcpm owners. Thg; :
prevailing south winds that come acmss the vacant iut owned by the church are ex‘cremely

:hgxr hszard tc- us dauhia-..

We are enclosing a copy of your osiginal tree removat request to the City of Edmands. We have
highlighted the tree wie consider anextreme hazard 2 our home and request they be taking
dov

Plasss cansider this letter as our authorization o remove sald troes,

Slncereby,

(hq’l‘ “‘1-‘: «

4

B
Al
?4
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27043000203000 | I
MICHAEL J. ARNDT | |
8706 218th STREET S.W. | i
EDMONDS, WASHINGTON 98026 | | \QUAUTV\\?AULT .
! | | , APPROX. NG x ‘ : PARCEL DESCRIPTIONS LEGAL DESCRIPTION
* l ! 48'x72'x10" DEEP & D) | '
{ { ) " 8,25775q Ft ;‘ PARCEL 1 EAST HALF OF THE NORTH HALF OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF
T , TOWNSHIP 27 NORTH, RANGE 4 EAST, W.M.,
| l i | THE WEST 86 FEET OF THE SOUTH 116 FEET OF THE NORTH 146 FEET OF THE EAST HALF OF THE NORTH HALF (T;;Esﬁgig‘;’jﬁgj@g’ﬁﬁ?f'ﬁvglﬁ%%"gﬁ?“ 30, TOWN & EAST, WM., RECORDS
\ . | s .8 | : OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 30, ‘ ’
\ ; Lo R I S = g | : TOWNSHIP 27 NORTH, RANGE 4 EAST, W.M., RECORDS OF SNOHOMISH COUNTY, WASHINGTON. EXCEPT ROADS: AND
< - 1 i +
. . - - . < Lot ‘, PARCEL 2 EXCEPT THE EAST 130.9 FEET THEREOF.
Y z Sp 488 -8 2 l i THE WEST 86 FEET OF THE SOUTH 95 FEET OF THE NORTH 241 FEET OF THE EAST HALF OF THE NORTH HALF
. & Lo S 18 2 | ! . OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 30,
ZONING RS-8 ! -~ ke < § b el N ST ke e e e e e e e J ' TOWNSHIP 27 NORTH, RANGE 4 EAST, W.M., RECORDS OF SNOHOMISH COUNTY, WASHINGTON.
\ ol V| 8,976 Sq B | 3 N BASIS OF BEARINGS
\ vt BRI SN 5 | o 27043000208500
. I N |
\ o sl I 1 & il AND BL HEPLER ! THAT PORTION OF THE EAST HALF OF THE NORTH HALF OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST THE CENTERLINE OF 218th STREET S.W. AS MONUMENTED PER PLAT OF ESPERANCE COURT RECORDED
| 1 | | o o e Neao San26 ' QUARTER OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 30, TOWNSHIP 27 NORTH, RANGE 4 EAST, W.M., RECORDS OF UNDER AUDITOR’S FILE NUMBER 9904015008, SNHOMISH COUNTY, WASHINGTON
) | | 1&,;\ \ I = v ' ‘ SNOHOMISH COUNTY, WASHINGTON, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:
= | Y ! £
Lo ‘ A W sz | W g BEGINNING AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID SUBDIVISION ; THENCE S 0°2916” W, ALONG THE WEST LINE OF BENCH MARK
L 0089100000100 | o YR 1 Qs . SAID SUBDIVISION, A DISTANCE OF 241.00 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE CONTINUING S
&() FLORA LUL D TN SHAN CHAN | | X i ) | < = , : 0'29'16” W, A DISTANCE OF 91.48 FEET TO THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID SUBDIVISION; THENCE S 89°30°23" E, ALONG
' N R EDMONDSqi WASHINGTON 98026 | ] ’4,;_”,"“7(\ 25" o ZONING RS—8 ' SAID SOUTH LINE, A DISTANCE OF 111.00 FEET; THENCE N 0°29'16" E, PARALLEL WITH THE WEST LINE OF SAID TOP OF CONCRETE MONUMENT IN CASING AT THE INTERSECTION OF 86th PLACE W. AND 218th STREET
' o | | | ' )T | _C SUBDIVISION, A DISTANCE OF 81.55 FEET, THENCE N 89'30'44” W, A DISTACE OF 25.00 FEET TO THE EAST LINE S.W.
- 1 < y - | 5 OF THE WEST 86.00 FEET OF SAID SUBDIVISION; THENCE N 0°29'16” E, ALONG SAID EAST LINE, A DISTANCE OF ELEVATION : 100.00
= \ o %ol / N w @ . , 9.98 FEET TO THE SOUTH LINE OF THE NORTH 241 FEET OF SAID SUBDIVISION; THENCE N 89°3213" W, ALONG S
S , 050 : / N o j 8.475°5q Ft ! . SAID SOUTH LINE A DISTANCE OF 86.00 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING. DATUM : ASSUMED
' d '\£ £ A ‘ o ! : ] :
2 } | \ ~ i
- ~— L\\i’@'%‘b’p ‘‘‘‘‘ - / N {/ f \ { 8TRACT 999 et 10 UTTY PARCEL 4
: w9 Ay i1z 7,070 Sq Ft | EASEMEN ~
. . PeR o Tl , . ! B N N N N THAT PORTION OF THE EAST HALF OF THE NORTH HALF OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST
, o ¢ %y e J8! K**W!’%“ o i - ; QUARTER OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 30, TOWNSHIP 27 NORTH, RANGE 4 EAST, W.M., RECORDS OF OWNER /APPLICANT ENGINEER /SURVEYOR
; A S 0 A7 - - SNOHOMISH COUNTY, WASHINGTON, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: Ry —— CONTACT. JEFFREY TREBER
&g, I8 ! - , : BE
- Y JE—. @ / :
- / B - - %1? | { _— BEGINNING AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID SUBDIVISION; THENCE S 0°29'16” W, ALONG THE WEST LINE OF 4001 198th STREET S.W., SUITE #2 LOVELL—SAUERLAND & ASSOCIATES, INC.
s ! | . ‘ 7043000203400 SAID SUBDIVISION, A DISTANCE OF 312.48 FEET TO THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID SUBDIVISION; THENCE S 89'30'23" LTNNWOOD, WASHINGTON 98038 19217-36TH AVENUE W. SUITE 106
) . soes100000200 . N e VL S T G e . - WICHAEL D.AND JEAN E. CONNELLY ; E. ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE, A DISTANCE OF 111.00 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE N 072916 EESN_& 42&2;352‘1 00 bﬁ”,“‘ﬁgg%%ﬂgg?%
—— / . MELISSA A. AND GRECORY BRYAN | : N b e N S8026 E, PARALLEL WITH THE WEST LINE OF SAID SUBDIVISION, A DISTANCE OF 81.55 FEET; THENCE S 89°30'44" S, A ' " -
. 21803 |87th PLACE W, | . T s : ( DISTANCE OF 5.00 FEET TO AN INTERSECTION WITH A CURVE TO THE RIGHT HAVING A RADIUS OF 19.00 FEET
r EDMONDS, *«Asnmem séoz | I 2L = b : AND FROM WHICH INTERSECTION POINT THE CENTER BEARS S B9'30°44” £; THENCE NORTHEASTERLY, ALONG THE
e ‘ 2 8 N ¥ ARC OF SAID CURVE AND CONSUMING A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 90°00°00", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 29.85 FEET: ZONING WATER SERVICE
.- . | I 8 N - THENCE N 0°34'14” E, A DISTANCE OF 7.00 FEET TO THE SOUTH LINE OF THE NORTH 225 FEET OF SAID et s
: | ; z \} P | ‘ SUBDIVISION; THENCE S 89°32'13” £, ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE, A DISTANCE OF 67.02 FEET TO THE WEST LINE OF RS—8 (NO CHANGE) CITY OF EDMONDS
\ | | 17 , , THE EAST 130.9 FEET OF SAID SUBDIVISION; THENCE S 0'26'46” W, ALONG SAID WEST LINE, A DISTANCE OF
| | t : 107.59 FEET TO THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID SUBDIVISION; THENCE N 89°30°23" W, ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE, A
\ S o o | DISTANCE OF 92.10 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING. PARCEL NUMBER TELEPHONE
Y T e e e e e e f ¢
) j | | : PARCEL 5 27043000202800 VERIZON
! ; I
- | S THAT PORTION OF THE EAST HALF OF THE NORTH HALF OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST
\ - L QUARTER OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 30, TOWNSHIP 27 NORTH, RANGE 4 EAST, W.M., RECORDS OF
y \ N b S~101-9 2 SNOHOMISH COUNTY, WASHINGTON, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: PROPERTY AREA ELECTRICITY
3 ‘ - L i . 63,440 SQ. FT. OR 1.456 ACRES P.U.D. NO. 1 OF SNOHOMISH COUNTY
\ o BEGINNING AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID SUBDIVISION; THENCE S 89°32'13" E, ALONG THE NORTH LINE
9,@9«99\\3(:; Ft e - THEREOF, A DISTANCE OF 202.85 FEET TO THE WEST LINE OF THE EAST 130.9 FEET OF SAID SUBDIVISION;
‘ : THENCE S 0'26'46" W, ALONG SAID WEST LINE, A DISTANCE OF 125.00 FEET TO THE SOUTH LINE OF THE NORTH -
\ H il
: 3 \ , 125 FEET OF SAID SUBDIVISION AND THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE CONTINUING S 0°26'48" W, A PROPERTY ADDRESS SANITARY SEWER SERVICE
LoT 2 , : DISTANCE OF 100.00 FEET TO THE SOUTH LINE OF THE NORTH 225 FEET OF SAID SUBDIVISION; THENCE N 8620 218TH STREET S.W. CITY OF EDMONDS
S-901-92) ‘ 89°32'13” W, ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE, A DISTANCE OF 67.02 FEET; THENCE N 0°34'14” E, A DISTANCE OF 7.50
FEET, THENCE N B9'30°44” W, A DISTANCE OF 1.51 FEET TO THE POINT OF CURVATURE OF A CURVE TO THE
\ RIGHT HAVING A RADIUS OF 18.50 FEET THENCE NORTHWESTERLY, ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE AND
' . ! CONSUMING A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 90°00°00", AND ARC DISTANCE OF 29.06 FEET TO THE POINT OF TANGEMCY POLICE PROTECTION FIRE_PROTECTION
1 . . ON THE EAST LINE OF WEST 116 FEET OF SAID SUBDIVISION; THENCE N 0°2916” E, ALONG SAID EAST LINE, A CITY OF EDMONDS CITY OF EDMONDS
- ' DISTANCE OF 73.99 FEET TO THE SOUTH LINE OF THE NORTH 125 FEET OF SAID SUBDIVISION; THENCE S
B B B B B A\ g 89'32'13" E, ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE A DISTANCE OF 86.95 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING.
: o PUBLIC SCHOOLS
EDMONDS SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 15
THE SOUTH 95 FEET OF THE NORTH 125 FEET OF THE EAST HALF OF THE NORTH MALF OF THE SOUTHWEST
) QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 30, TOWNSHIP 27 NORTH,
RANGE 4 EAST, W.M., RECORDS OF SNOHOMISH COUNTY, WASHINGTON;
ZONING R5-8 EXCEPT THE EAST 130.9 FEET THEREOF, AND,
27043000203300 EOMONDS
OLYMPIC BAPTIST CHURCH — ED
8713 220th STREET S.W, x EXCEPT THE WET 116 FEET THEREOF.
EDMONDS, WASHINGTON 98026 §
PARCEL TO BE CONVEYED TO THE CITY OF EDMONDS
THE NORTH 10 FEET OF THE EAST HALF OF THE NORTH HALF OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST
QUARTER OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 30, TOWNSHIP 27 NORTH, RANGE 4 EAST, W.M., RECORDS OF
SNOHOMISH COUNTY, WASHINGTON.
TRACT 999 (PRIVATE ROAD)
THAT PORTION OF THE EAST HALF OF THE NORTH HALF OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST , .
NOTES QUARTER OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 30, TOWNSHIP 27 NORTH, RANGE 4 EAST, W.M., RECORDS OF ECEIVED
AREAS OR STEEP SLOPES ARE LOCATED ON OR ADJACENT TO THE SITE SNOHOMISH COUNTY, WASHINGTON, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: |
1. NO CRITICAL AREA . )
BEGINNING AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID SUBDIVISION; THENCE S 0'29'16” W, ALONG THE WEST LINE CF PRELIMINARY PLAT JAN 09 203
2. ALL EXISTING STRUCTURES ON THE PROPERTY WILL BE REMOVED. SAID SUBDIVISION, A DISTANCE OF 30.00 FEET TO THE SOUTH LINE OF THE NORTH 30 FEET OF SAID SUBDIVISION;
THENCE S 89°30°23” E, ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE, A DISTANCE OF 86.00 FEET TO THE EAST LINE OF THE WEST FOR DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
3. LOTS 1 THOUGH 6 WILL EACH HAVE AN UNDIVIDED INTEREST IN TRACT 999 (PRIVATE ROAD) FOR 86 FEET OF SAID SUBDIVISION AMD TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE S 0'29'16” W, ALONG SAID EAST LINE, A
THE PURPOSE OF INGRESS, EGRESS AND UTILITIES. MAINTENANCE WILL BE BORNE BY THE DISTANCE OF 220.98 FEET, THENCE S 89°30'44” E, A DISTANCE OF 30.00 FEET AN INTERSECTION WITH A CURVE ]
OWNERS OF LOTS 1 THROUGH 6. TO THE RIGHT HAVING A RADIUS OF 19.00 FEET AND FROM WHICH INTERSECTION POINT THE CENTER BEARS S E( ‘HEL BA R( ‘ER S S HA W LA NE
89'30°44” E; THENCE NORTHEASTERLY, ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE AND CONSUMING A CENTRAL ANGLE OF ‘
4. THE PROPERTY IS NOT LOCATED IN DESIGNATED FLOOD PLAIN. 90°00°00", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 29.85 FEET; THENCE N 0°34'14" E, A DISTANCE OF 14.50 FEET; THENCE N
89"30°44” W, A DISTANCE OF 1.51 FEET TO THE POINT OF CURVATURE OF A CURVE TO THE RIGHT HAVING A
5. THE LOCATION OF EXISTING STRUCTURES ON ADJACENT PROPERTIES ARE APPROXIMATE. RADIUS OF 18.50 FEET, THENCE NORTHWESTERLY, ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE AND CONSUMING A CENTRAL IN SE1 / 4. NW1 / 4 OF SEC. 50, T.27/N ., R.4E., W.M.
6. LOT COVERAGE IS LIMITED TO 35% AND WILL BE REVIEWED AT TIME OF BUILDING PERMIT ANGLE OF 90°00°00", AND ARC DISTANCE OF 29.06 FEET TO THE POINT OF TANGENCY ON THE EAST LINE OF
APPLICATIONS. WEST 116 FEET OF SAID SUBDIVISION; THENCE N 0°29'16” E, ALONG SAID EAST LINE, A DISTANCE OF 168.99 Cl TY OF EDM ON DS

FEET TO THE SOUTH LINE OF THE NORTH 30 FEET OF SAID SUBDIVISION; THENCE N 89°32'13” W, ALONG SAID

7. SEE PRELIMINARY DEVELOPMENT FOR PROPOSED STREETS, GRADES, DRAINAGE, SEWER AND SOUTH LINE, A DISTANCE OF 30.00 FEET 7O THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING.
| .  SNOHOMISH COUNTY, WASHINGTON

WATER PLANS.
8. SEFE PRELIMINARY CLEARING PLAN FOR TREE PRESERVATION.

@ gey Lovell-Sauerland & Associates, Inc.
I s Pogineers/Surveyors/Planners/Development Consultants

- "E e—mail: info@lsaengineering.com . web: lgasnainearine com
18217 36th Avenue W., Suite 106 ¢ Lynnwood, WA 98036 .
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FRONTAGES.
§ @ ge=p Lovell-Sauerland & Associates, Inc.
12+00 11+00 10+00 SN V1L N ‘ “ Engineers/Surveyors/Planners/Development Consultants
86th PLACE W \_2’,_ 5/8” MINUS CSTC AU . . e—mail: info@lsaengineering.com . web: Isaengineering.com
- 19217 36th Avenue W., Suite 106 - Lynnwood, WA 98038 . o LAnEANNE.
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pamm Lovell-Sauerland & Associates, Inc.
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EXCEPT ROADS; AND

EXCEPT THE EAST 130.9 FEET THEREOF.

BASIS OF BEARINGS

THE CENTERLINE OF 218th STREET S.W. AS MONUMENTED PER PLAT OF ESPERANCE COURT RECORDED
UNDER AUDITOR'S FILE NUMBER 9904015008, SNOHOMISH COUNTY, WASHINGTON

TOP OF CONCRETE MONUMENT IN CASING AT THE INTERSECTION OF 86th PLACE W. AND 218th STREET
S.W.

ELEVATION : 100.00
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GENERAL NOTES

lz=27-15

| IMPERVIOUS AREA
LOT IMPERVIOUS AREAS (SF)
LOT HOUSE  DRIVEWAY ROADWAY 0.143 Ac.
SIDEWALK  0.025 Ac.
1 2,750 750 LOTS 0.482 Ac.
% g:ggg 1:705& TOTAL 0.650 Ac.
g g,ggg 1,705%0 OFF-SITE
2750 750 SDEWALK 0,023 e
TOTAL 16,000 5,000 TOTAL 0.034 Ac.
PROPERTY ADDRESS TELEPHONE
8620 218TH STREET S.W. VERIZON
ZONING ELECTRICITY

RS—8 (NO CHANGE)

PARCEL NUMBER

27043000202800

PROPERTY AREA

63,440 SQ. FT. OR 1.456 ACRES

OWNER /APPLICANT

ECHELBARGER INVESTMENTS, LLC
4001 198th STREET S.W., SUITE #2
LYNNWOOD, WASHINGTON 98036
PHONE : 425--673-1100

FAX : 425-673-1109

ENGINEER /SURVEYOR

CONTACT: JEFFREY TREIBER
LOVELL—-SAUERLAND & ASSOCIATES, INC.
18217-36TH AVENUE W. SUITE 106
LYNNWOOD, WA. 98036

PH.: 425-775-1591

P.U.D. NO. 1 OF SNOHOMISH COUNTY

POLICE PROTECTION

CITY OF EDMONDS

PUBLIC SCHOOLS

EDMONDS SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 15

SANITARY SEWER SERVICE

CITY OF EDMONDS

FIRE PROTECTION

CITY OF EDMONDS

WATER SERVICE

CITY OF EDMONDS
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35.

ALL MATERIALS AND WORK SHOWN ON THESE PLANS SHALL CONFORM TO THE CITY OF
EDMONDS STANDARD PLANS AND DETAILS, THE FOLLOWING SPECIFICATIONS AND CODES,
AND ALL OTHER APPLICABLE LOCAL MUNICIPAL, STATE, AND FEDERAL CODES, RULES AND
REGULATIONS:

— CURRENT INTERNATIONAL BUILDING CODE (IBC)

— 2010 WSDOT/APWA STANDARD SPECIFICATIONS FOR ROAD, BRIDGE AND MUNICIPAL
CONSTRUCTION

— WASHINGTON STATE DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY STORMWATER MANAGEMENT MANUAL FOR
THE PUGET SOUND BASIN (CURRENT EDITION)

STANDARD PLAN AND TYPE NUMBERS INDICATED ON THESE DRAWINGS REFER TO CITY OF
EDMONDS STANDARD DETAILS, UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE

A COPY OF THESE APPROVED PLANS MUST BE ON THE JOBSITE WHENEVER CONSTRUCTION
IS IN PROGRESS.

DEVIATIONS FROM THESE PLANS MUST BE APPROVED BY THE ENGINEER OF RECORD AND
THE LOCAL GOVERNING AUTHORITY.

CONTRACTOR SHALL RECORD ALL APPROVED DEVIATIONS FROM THESE PLANS ON A SET OF
"AS—BUILT" DRAWINGS AND SHALL SUMMARIZE ALL AS—BUILT CONDITIONS ON ONE SET OF

REPRODUCIBLE DRAWINGS FOR SUBMITTAL TO THE OWNER PRIOR PROJECT COMPLETION AND
ACCEPTANCE. A SET OF AS—BUILT DRAWINGS SHALL BE SUBMITTED TO THE CITY OF

EDMONDS PRIOR TO FINAL APPROVAL OF THE BUILDING OCCUPANCY/FINAL PROJECT
APPROVAL.

ELEVATIONS SHOWN ARE IN FEET. SEE SURVEY FOR BENCHMARK INFORMATION.

THE LOCATIONS OF EXISTING UTILITIES AND SITE FEATURES SHOWN HEREON HAVE BEEN
FURNISHED BY OTHERS BY FIELD SURVEY OR OBTAINED FROM AVAILABLE RECORDS AND
SHOULD THEREFORE BE CONSIDERED APPROXIMATE ONLY AND NOT NECESSARILY COMPLETE.
IT IS THE SOLE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE CONTRACTOR TO INDEPENDENTLY VERIFY THE
ACCURACY OF ALL UTILITY LOCATIONS SHOWN AND TO FURTHER DISCOVER AND PROTECT
ANY OTHER UTILITIES NOT SHOWN HEREON WHICH MAY BE AFFECTED BY THE
IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS PLAN. CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY LOCATION, DEPTH, SIZE, TYPE
AND CONDITION OF EXISTING UTILITY LINES AT CONNECTION OR CROSSING POINTS BEFORE
TRENCHING FOR NEW UTILITIES. ENGINEER ASSUMES NO RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE
COMPLETENESS OR ACCURACY OF THE EXISTING UTILITIES AND SITE FEATURES PRESENTED
ON THESE DRAWINGS. ENGINEER SHALL BE NOTIFIED IMMEDIATELY OF CONFLICTS THAT
ARISE.

CONTRACTOR SHALL LOCATE AND PROTECT ALL UTILITIES DURING CONSTRUCTION AND

SHALL CONTACT THE UNDERGROUND UTILITIES LOCATION SERVICE (1-800—424-5555) AT
LEAST 48 HOURS PRIOR TO CONSTRUCTION,

CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY ALL CONDITIONS AND DIMENSIONS AT THE PROJECT SITE

BEFORE STARTING WORK AND SHALL NOTIFY OWNER'S REPRESENTATIVE OF ANY
DISCREPANCIES.

PIPE LENGTHS WHERE SHOWN ARE APPROXIMATE AND MAY CHANGE DUE TO FIELD
CONDITIONS.

CONTRACTOR SHALL OBTAIN A COPY OF THE GEOTECHNICAL REPORT (WHERE APPLICABLE)
AND SHALL THOROQUGHLY FAMILIARIZE HIMSELF WITH THE CONTENTS THEREOF. ALL SITE
WORK SHALL BE PERFORMED IN STRICT COMPLIANCE WiTH THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THIS
REPORT.

STRUCTURAL FILL MATERIAL AND PLACEMENT SHALL CONFORM TO THE RECOMMENDATIONS
OF THE PROJECT GEOTECHNICAL REPORT.

MANHOLES, CATCH.BASINS, UTILITIES AND PAVEMENT SHALL BEAR ON MEDIUM DENSE TO

VERY DENSE NATIVE SOIL OR COMPACTED STRUCTURAL FILL. IF SOIL IS DISTURBED, SOFT,

LOOSE, WET OR IF ORGANIC MATERIAL IS PRESENT AT SUBGRADE ELEVATION, REMOVE AND
REPLACE WITH COMPACTED STRUCTURAL FILL PER GEOTECHNICAL REPORT.

SEE SURVEY AND ARCHITECTURAL DRAWINGS FOR DIMENSIONS AND LOCATIONS OF
BUILDINGS, LANDSCAPED AREAS AND OTHER PROPOSED OR EXISTING SITE FEATURES.

SEE ARCHITECTURAL DRAWINGS FOR PERIMETER FOUNDATION DRAINS. FOUNDATION DRAINS
SHALL BE INDEPENDENT OF OTHER SITE DRAIN LINES AND SHALL BE TIGHTLINED TO THE
STORM DRAIN SYSTEM WHERE INDICATED ON THE PLANS.

ALL REQUIRED STORMWATER FACILITIES MUST BE CONSTRUCTED AND IN OPERATION PRIOR
TO INSTALLATION OF ANY PAVEMENT UNLESS OTHERWISE APPROVED BY THE ENGINEER.

ALL ROOF DRAINS, PERIMETER FOUNDATION DRAINS, CATCH BASINS AND OTHER EXTERNAL
DRAINS SHALL BE CONNECTED TO THE STORM DRAINAGE SYSTEM, UNLESS NOTED
OTHERWISE. ‘

CONTRACTOR SHALL OBTAIN AND PAY FOR ALL PERMITS REQUIRED FOR INSTALLATION OF
ALL SITE IMPROVEMENTS INDICATED ON THESE DRAWINGS.

AS A MINIMUM REQUIREMENT, ALL DISTURBED AREAS ON AND OFF SITE SHALL BE
RETURNED TO THE EQUIVALENT OF THEIR PRECONSTRUCTION CONDITION IN ACCORDANCE
WITH APPROPRIATE REQUIREMENTS AND STANDARDS.

ALL DISTURBED SOIL AREAS SHALL BE SEEDED OR STABILIZED BY OTHER ACCEPTABLE
METHODS FOR THE PREVENTION OF ON-SITE EROSION AFTER THE COMPLETION OF
CONSTRUCTION. SEE EROSION CONTROL PLANS FOR SPECIFIC GRADING AND EROSION
CONTROL REQUIREMENTS.

THE CONTRACTOR SHALL KEEP OFF—SITE STREETS CLEAN AT ALL TIMES BY SWEEPING.
WASHING OF THESE STREETS WILL NOT BE ALLOWED WITHOUT PRIOR APPROVAL.

THIS PROJECT IS NOT A BALANCED EARTHWORK PROJECT. BOTH EXPORT AND IMPORT OF
SOIL AND ROCK MATERIALS ARE REQUIRED.

SLOPE OF FINISHED GRADE SHALL BE CONSTANT BETWEEN FINISHED CONTOURS OR SPOT
ELEVATIONS SHOWN.

FINISHED GRADE SHALL SLOPE AWAY FROM BUILDING WALLS AT MINIMUM 5% SLOPE FOR A
MINIMUM DISTANCE OF 10 FEET.

CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR AND SHALL INSTALL AND MAINTAIN SHORING
AND BRACING AS NECESSARY TO PROTECT WORKERS, EXISTING BUILDINGS, STREETS,
WALKWAYS, UTILITIES AND OTHER EXISTING AND PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS AND
EXCAVATIONS AGAINST LOSS OF GROUND OR CAVING EMBANKMENTS. CONTRACTOR SHALL
ALSQ BE RESPONSIBLE FOR REMOVAL OF SHORING AND BRACING, AS REQUIRED.

CONTRACTOR SHALL OBTAIN APPROVAL FROM THE CITY AND FOLLOW CITY PROCEDURES
FOR ALL WATER SERVICE INTERRUPTIONS, HYDRANT SHUTOFFS, STREET CLOSURES OR
OTHER ACCESS RESTRICTIONS. CONTRACTOR SHALL NOT RELOCATE OR ELIMINATE ANY
HYDRANTS WITHOUT FIRST OBTAINING WRITTEN APPROVAL FROM THE FIRE MARSHAL.

COORDINATE AND ARRANGE FOR ALL UTILITY CONNECTIONS, UTILITY RELOCATIONS AND/OR
SERVICE INTERRUPTIONS WITH THE AFFECTED OWNERS AND APPROPRIATE UTILITY
COMPANIES. CONNECTIONS TO EXISTING UTILITIES SHALL BE MADE ONLY WITH ADVANCE
WRITTEN APPROVAL OF THE AUTHORITIES GOVERNING SAID UTILITIES.

EXISTING UTILITY LINES IN SERVICE WHICH ARE DAMAGED DUE TO CONSTRUCTION WORK
SHALL BE REPAIRED AT CONTRACTOR'S EXPENSE AND INSPECTED AND ACCEPTED BY CITY
OF EDMONDS AND OWNER'S REPRESENTATIVE PRIOR TO BACKFILLING.

NEW UTILITY LOCATIONS ARE GENERALLY SHOWN BY DIMENSION, WHERE NO DIMENSIONS
ARE INDICATED, LOCATIONS MAY BE SCALED FROM DRAWINGS. FIELD ADJUSTMENTS SHALL
BE APPROVED BY OWNER'S REPRESENTATIVE AND CITY.

WHERE NEW PIPE CLEARS AN EXISTING OR NEW UTILITY BY 6" OR LESS, PLACE
POLYETHYLENE PLASTIC FOAM AS A CUSHION BETWEEN THE UTILITIES.

SEE MECHANICAL DRAWINGS (WHERE APPLICABLE) FOR CONTINUATION OF SITE UTILITIES
WITHIN THE BUILDING.

SEE ELECTRICAL DRAWINGS (WHERE APPLICABLE) FOR EXTERIOR ELECTRICAL WORK.
SEE LANDSCAPE DRAWINGS (WHERE APPLICABLE) FOR SITE IRRIGATION SYSTEM.

TRENCH BACKFILL OF UTILITIES LOCATED WITHIN THE CITY ROW SHALL BE COMPACTED TO 95%.

COMPACTION TEST REPORTS SHALL BE PROVIDED TO THE CITY PRIOR TO PAVING.

PIPE MATERIAL AND SIGNAGE SUBMITTALS SHALL BE PROVIDED TO CITY ENGINEERING
DIVISION FOR APPROVAL PRIOR TO INSTALLATION.

LOW Peg MIT . ENCZoIY 0098 SBWER TERMIT:

MAILBOX APPROVAL

APPROVED LOCATION PER TODD MERRIMAN (EDMONDS POSTMASTER)
SEE SHEET C11 FOR LOCATION OF CBU W/ PARCEL LOCKER
SEE SHEET C8 FOR DETAILS
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UTILITY NOTES

1.

ALL UTILITIES SHALL BE UNDERGROUND.

2. REQUIRED SEPARATION OF UTILITIES SHALL BE MET PER CITY OF EDMONDS AND INDUSTRY

C
1.

STANDARDS.

ONSTRUCTION NOTE

ALL MATERIALS AND WORK SHOWN ON THESE PLANS SHALL
CONFORM TO THE CITY OF EDMONDS STANDARD CONSTR''CTION SHALL
CONFORM TO THE LATEST CITY STANDARDS AND SPECIFICATIONS.

. CITY OF EDMONDS DOES NOT ISSUE PERMITS FOR ROCKERIES. ROCKERIES

CAN BE CONSTRUCTED, BUT MUST BE DONE SO IN COMPLIANCE WITH THE
THE PROHIBITIONS STATED IN THE CODE.

OTES:

NOTES:

NO CRITICAL AREAS OR STEEP SLOPES ARE LOCATED ON OR ADJACENT TO THE SITE.

1.

ALL EXISTING STRUCTURES ON THE PROPERTY WILL BE REMOVED.

LOTS 1 THOUGH 6 WILL EACH HAVE AN UNDIVIDED INTERES'f IN TRACT 999 (PRIVATE ROAD)
FOR THE PURPOSE OF INGRESS, EGRESS AND UTILITIES. MAINTENANCE WILL BE BORNE BY THE
OWNERS OF LOTS 1 THROUGH 6.-

THE PROPERTY IS NOT LOCATED IN DESIGNATED FLOOD PLAIN.

THE LOCATION OF EXISTING STRUCTURES ON ADJACENT PROPERTIES ARE APPROXIMATE.

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL MUST BE MET AND CAN BE FOUND IN THE FINAL APPROVAL FOR
THE SUBDIVISION LOCATED IN FILE NO. PLN20120043 IN THE CITY OF EDMONDS PLANNING

DIVISION.

SETBACKS SHOWN ARE FOR REFERENCE ONLY AND VEST NO RIGHT.

APPROVAL OF THESE PLANS DOES NOT CONSTITUTE APPROVAL OF THE SINGLE FAMILY
RESIDENCES AND ASSOCIATED SETBACKS. A SEPARATE BUILDING PERMIT IS REQUIRED FOR
REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF THE SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCES.

A SEPARATE RIGHT--OF—-WAY CONSTRUCTION PERMIT IS REQUIRED FOR ALL WORK WITHIN THE

CITY RIGHT—~OF—-WAY. A ROW PERMIT APPLICATION WITH CONTRACTOR'S SIGNATURE SHALL BE
PROVIDED TO THE CITY,

CONSTRUCTION SEQUENCE

1.

SCHEDULE A PRE--CONSTRUCTION MEETING WITH CITY ENGINEERING
DIVISION AT 425-771-0220 EXT.1326. TWO DAYS (48 HR.) NOTICE IS REQUIRED.

REVIEW TEMPORARY EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL NOTES.
CALL FOR UTILITY LOCATIONS.

INSTALL TESC MEASURES AND MAINTAIN DUST CONTROL WHILE PREVENTING

DISTURBANCE OF ANY AREAS OF VEGETATION OUTSIDE THE CONSTRUCTION ZONE.
HAVE EROSION CONTROL MEASURES INSPECTED BY CITY OF EDMONDS CITY ENGINEERING

INSPECTOR. ALL TEMPORARY SEDIMENTATION AND EROSION CONTROL MEASURES MUST

BE IN FLACE AND INSPECTED PRIOR TO ANY CONSTRUCTION OR SITE CLEARING. EROSION
AND SEDIMENTATION CONTROL PRACTICES AND/OR DEVICES SHALL BE MAINTAINED UNTIL

PERMANENT VEGETATION IS ESTABLISHED.
DEMOLISH EXISTING STRUCTURES,
ROUGH GRADE SITE AS REQUIRED TO INSTALL DRAINAGE FEATURES.

CLEAR, GRUB & ROUGH GRADE SITE. REVEGETATE DISTURBED AREAS NOT SUBJECT TO
ADDITIONAL SURFACE DISTURBANCE IMMEDIATELY AFTER ROUGH GRADING. (OTHER EXPOSED
AREAS SHALL BE STABILIZED PER EROSION CONTROL NOTES BELOW).

INSTALL UTILITIES AND OTHER SITE IMPROVEMENTS, INCLUDING FRONTAGE IMPROVEMENTS.
STABILIZED AND COMPOST AMEND ALL EXPOSED SOILS PRIOR TO REVEGETATION OF

ESTABLISH LANDSCAPING AND PERMANENT VEGETATION. ALL TEMPORARY EROSION
CONTROL MEASURES SHALL BE REMOVED UPON FINAL SITE STABILIZATION AND
APPROVAL BE CITY INSPECTOR.

CIVIL SHEET INDEX

COVER SHEET
EXISTING CONDITIONS PLAN

STORMWATER POLLUTION AND PREVENTION PLAN (SWPPP)

SWPPP NOTES AND DETAILS
ROAD AND STORM DRAINAGE PLAN

ROAD, STORM DRAINAGE AND SANITARY SEWER PROFILES

DETENTION VAULT DETAILS
CONSTRUCTION NOTES AND DETAILS
WATER AND SANITARY SEWER PLAN

WATER AND SANITARY SEWER NOTES AND DETAILS

FRONTAGE IMPROVEMENTS & SIGNAGE PLAN
TRAFFIC CONTROL & HAUL ROUTE PLAN
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STRUCTURAL NOTES & TYPICAL DETAILS

VAULT LID & FOUNDATION PLANS — WALL SECTIONS & DETAILS

Lovell-Sauerland
& Associates, Inc.

Engineers/Surveyors/Plan:.ers
Development Consultants

19217 36th Avenue W.
Suite 106
Lynnwood, WA 98036

phone: (425)775-1591

e—mail: info@lsaengineering.com
web: lsaengineering.com
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Revised per 1st City Review Comments
2. Revised per 2nd City Review Comments

Call 2 Working Days Before You Dig

1-800-424-5555
Utilities Underground Location Center
(IDMT,ND,ORWA)
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27043000206800
G. CHRIS AND JULENE K. GRADWOHL
B631 218th STREET S.W.
EDMONDS, WASHINGTON 98026

ZONING RS-8

27043000206700
SCOTT AND MOLLIE MUNCASTER
8623 218th STREET S.W.
EDMONDS, WASHINGTON 98026

SECTION 30, T.27/N., R.4E., W.M.

00408800000400
JUDITH A MILTON
21726 85th PLACE W.
EDMONDS, WASHINGTON 98026

85th PLACE W.
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Lovell-Sauerland

B S & Associates, Inc.
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: . UNPLAITTED ¢ {\O s 19217 36th Avenue W.

Suite 106
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phone: (425)775-1591

e—mail: info@lsaengineering.com
web: lsaengineering.com
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SECTION 30, T.27/N., R.4E., W.M.

8631 218th STREET S.W.
EDMONDS, WASHINGTON 98026

STA. 110+00.0 (218th ST. S.W.)= !
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JUDITH A. MILTON
21726 85th PLACE W.
EDMONDS, WASHINGTON 98026

27043000206700
SCOTT AND MOLLIE MUNCASTER
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EDMONDS, WASHINGTON 98026
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TREE LEGEND

NOTES

TREES SHOWN TO BE REMOVED HEREON ARE LIMITED TO THOSE THAT ARE LOCATED IN ROADWAY AND
UTILITY CORRIDORS, THE AREA IN THE VICINITY OF THE STORMWATER DETENTION VAULT AND IN THE
CENTRAL PORTIONS OF THE BUILDING PADS. OTHER TREES MAY NEED TO BE REMOVED TO FACILITATE NEW
HOME CONSTRUCTION. THE ADDITIONAL TREES TO BE REMOVED WILL BE EVALUATED AT THE TIME OF THE
BUILDING PERMIT APPLICATION.

INDICATES EXISTING TREE TO REMAIN !

INDICATES EXISTING TREE TO BE REMOVED DURING PLAT
DEVELOPMENT

THE TREES LOCATED NEAR THE PROPOSED ROCKERY (3 FEET HEIGHT LIMIT) ALONG THE WESTERLY SIDE OF LOT
2 AND THE WESTERLY AND SOUTHERLY SIDE OF LOT 3 WILL BE EVALUATED AT THE TIME OF FINAL
ENGINEERING PLAN PREPARATION. THE ROCKERY IS NECESSARY TO PROVIDE USABLE YARD AREA FOR THE

INDICATES EXISTING TREE TO BE REMOVED DURING
NEW HOMES AND TC CONTROL DRAINAGE AND DIRECT IT TO THE STORMWATER DETENTION VAULT.

ROADWAY AND UTILITY DEVELOPMENT

ALL RETAINED TREES ON THE SITE SHALL BE PROTECTED IN ACCORDANCE WITH ECDC 18.45.050
SEPARATE DEMOLITION PERMITS ARE REQUIRED FOR THE DEMOLITION OF STRUCTURES.
ORANGE BARRIER FENCE AND/OR ORANGE SILT FENCE SHALL BE ADDED

ALONG THE EDGES OF THE PROJECT TO CLEARLY DELINEATE CLEARING
LIMITS DURING CONSTRUCTION.

&

10.

S
SCALE : 1"=30'

EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL
BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES (BMP’S)

GRADING AND CONSTRUCTION SHALL BE TIMED AND CONDUCTED IN STAGES TO MINIMIZE SOIL EXPOSURE.

THE CONTRACTOR SHALL MINIMIZE OR PREVENT THE TRANSPORT OF SEDIMENT ONTO PAVED SURFACE DURING

CONSTRUCTION. IF SEDIMENT IS TRANSPORTED ONTO A PAVED SURFACE IT SHALL BE THE CONTRACTOR’S RESPONSIBILITY
TO CLEAN IT AT THE END OF EACH DAY.

SUFFICIENT TESC BMP MATERIALS AND SUPPLIES TO PROTECT THE ENTIRE SITE SHALL BE STOCKPILED ON-SITE PRIOR TO
ANY SITE ACTIVITY.

THE CONTRACTOR SHALL MAINTAIN AND REPAIR AS NECESSARY ALL TEMPORARY AND PERMANENT EROSION AND SEDIMENT
CONTROL BMP'S TO ASSURE THEIR CONTINUED PERFORMANCE.

MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR OF TESC FACILITIES AND STRUCTURES SHALL BE CONDUCTED IMMEDIATELY UPON RECOGNITION
OF A PROBLEM OR WHEN THE TESC MEASURES BECOME DAMAGED.

SEDIMENT DEPOSITS SHALL BE REMOVED FROM ALL TEMPORARY DRAINAGE FACILITIES AND STRUCTURES UPON REACHING A
DEPTH OF 6 INCHES.

SOIL STOCKPILES SHALL BE STABILIZED WITHIN 24 HOURS. WHEN ACTIVELY WORKING WITH THE SOIL STOCKPILE,
STABILIZATION SHALL OCCUR AT THE END OF EACH WORK DAY.

SILTATION BARRIERS AND ALL OTHER TESC MEASURES SHALL BE INSPECTED IMMEDIATELY AFTER EACH RAINFALL EVENT
GREATER THAN 0.1" RAINFALL, AND AT LEAST DAILY DURING PROLONGED RAINFALL EVENTS.

INLETS OF THE PERMANENT DRAINAGE SYSTEM SHALL BE PROTECTED FROM SEDIMENT INFLUX BY USE OF FILTER FABRIC,
MICROPORE BAGS, OR SIMILAR FILTERING MATERIALS AND METHODS.

DURING A STORM EVENT, NO CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITY SHALL OCCUR ON SITE EXCEPT FOR WORK ON EROSION CONTROL
FACILITIES.

THE CONSTRUCTION SWPPP 12 ELEMENTS

THE 12 ELEMENTS THAT ARE PART OF A CONSTRUCTION SWPPP ARE AS FOLLOWS:

1. MARK CLEARING LIMITS: PRIOR TO CLEARING OR DISTURBING THE LIMITS MUST BE MARKED. THIS ELEMENT IS PART OF MOST

10.

1.

12.

NORMAL CONSTRUCTION PLANS AS ONE OF THE FIRST STEPS.

ESTABLISH CONSTRUCTION ACCESS: ALL EROSION CONTROL PLANS SHALL INSTALL A STABILIZED CONSTRUCTION ENTRANCE
(OR OTHER METHOD OF PREVENTING SEDIMENT TRANSPORT ONTO THE ROADS). IF A STANDARD GRAVEL CONSTRUCTION

ENTRANCE IS PROPOSED, USE GEO-TEXTILE FABRIC UNDER THE ROCK. NOTE: A WHEEL WASH IS REQUIRED FOR PLANS
THAT PROPOSE WINTER GRADING.

DETAIN FLOWS: BASED ON A DOWNSTREAM ANALYSIS IT MAY BE NECESSARY TO DETAIN RUNCFF FROM A SITE UNDER
CONSTRUCTION. IT MAY BE NECESSARY TO CONSTRUCT AND USE A DETENTION POND TO CONTROL FLOWS DURING
CONSTRUCTION,

INSTALL SEDIMENT CONTROLS: IF THERE IS RUNOFF FROM THE CONSTRUCTION SITE, SEDIMENT SHALL BE REMOVED FROM
THE WATER. NOTE THAT THE WATER QUALITY STANDARDS MUST BE MET. -

STABILIZE SOILS: ALL EXPOSED AND NON—WORKED SOIL SHALL BE STABILIZED BY USE OF BMP’S. NOTE THERE ARE TIME
PERIODS OF ALLOWED EXPOSURE THAT DEPEND ON THE SEASON. GROUNDCOVER BOTH TEMPORARY AND PERMANENT NEED
TO BE PART OF THE CONSTRUCTION PLANS,

PROTECT SLOPES: CUT AND FILL SLOPES NEED TO BE PROTECTED FROM EROSIVE FLOWS AND CONCENTRATED FLOWS UNTIL
PERMANENT COVER AND DRAINAGE CONVEYANCE SYSTEMS ARE IN PLACE.

. PROTECT DRAIN INLETS: ALL STORM DRAIN INLETS REQUIRE PROTECTION FROM SEDIMENT AND SILT LADEN WATER.
. STABILIZE CHANNELS AND OUTLETS: TEMPORARY AND PERMANENT CONVEYANCE SYSTEMS SHALL BE STABILIZED TO

PREVENT EROSION DURING AND AFTER CONSTRUCTION. CULVERT OUTLETS REQUIRE PROTECTION.

. CONTROL POLLUTANTS: THE PLAN SHALL SHOW HOW ALL POLLUTANTS, INCLUDING WAS:E MATERIALS AND DEMOLITION

DEBRIS, WILL BE HANDLED. THIS INCLUDES MAINTENANCE OF CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT, FERTILIZERS, APPLICATION OF
CHEMICALS, AND WATER TREATMENT SYSTEMS.

CONTROL DE—WATERING: THE WATER FROM DE~WATERING SYSTEMS FOR TRENCHES, VAULTS AND FOUNDATIONS SHALL BE
DISCHARGED INTO A CONTROLLED SYSTEM.

MAINTAIN BMPS: THE PLAN SHALL PROVIDE FOR INSPECTION AND MAINTENANCE OF THE PLANNED AND INSTALLED
CONSTRUCTION BMPS AS WELL AS THEIR REMOVAL AT THE END OF THE PROJECT.

MANAGE THE PROJECT: THE PLAN SHALL OUTLINE HOW THE SITE SHALL BE MANAGED FOR EROSION CONTROL AND
DENTIFY THE MANAGEMENT TEAM, INCLUDING A CERTIFIED EROSION CONTROL SPECIALIST. IT NEEDS TO COVER PHASING,
TRAINING, PRE—CONSTRUCTION CONFERENCE, COORDINATION WITH UTILITIES AND CONTRACTORS, MONITORING AND
REPORTING. IT SHALL PROVIDE FOR NOTICE OF PROBLEMS, REVISIONS DURING CONSTRUCTION AND CONTINGENCY PLANNING.
ONE OF THE MOST IMPORTANT ELEMENTS IN THE MANAGEMENT OF THE PROJECT IS PLANNING FOR CONTINGENCIES BASED
ON THE RISK OF EXPOSURE DURING PHASES OF THE DEVELOPMENT. IT IS ESSENTIAL THAT PLANNING {S ONGOING
THROUGHOUT THE LIFE OF THE PROJECT. THE PROJECT CERTIFIED EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL LEAD (CESCL) NAME
AND TELEPHONE NUMBER ARE ROBERT EDWARDS, (206) 226-5777.

Lovell-Sauerland
& Associates, Inc.

Engineers/Surveyors/Planners
Development Consultants

19217 36th Avenue W.
Suite 106
Lynnwood, WA 98036

phone: (425)775-1591

e—mail: info®lsaengineering.com
web: Isaengineering.com
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2. Revised per 2nd City Review Comments
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CITY OF EDMONDS
SNOHOMISH COUNTY, WASHINGTON

STORMWATER POLLUTION AND PREVENTION PLAN (SWPPP)
FOR
ECHELBARGER'S SHAW LANE
IN SE 1/4, NE 1/4 OF SECTION 30, T.27N., R.4E., W.M.

APPROVED FOR CONSTRUCTION
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SECTION 30, T.2/N., R.4E., W.M.

FILTER FABRIC Lovell-Sauerland
SECURED TO 2° X 2°

14 GA, WIRE FABRIC : ~ : & Associates, Inc.

EQUAL Engineers/Surveyors/Planners

Development Consultants

27 X 2 wiob oOrR
19217 36th Avenue W.
Suite 106
Lynnwood, WA 98036

phone: (425)775-1591

e—mail: info®@lsaengineering.com
web: lsaengineering.com

23 MIN, RADIUS
QUARRY SPALLS

2-47 MIN DIA
812" MIN. DEPTH

FILTER FABRIC MATERIAL IN
PLACE 3/4"-1.5" WASHED GRAVEL IN CONTINOUS ROLLS. USE STAPLES

OR WIRE RINGS TO ATTACH
THE TRENCH AND ON BOTH SIDES OF
FILTER FABRIC FENCE ON THE SURFACE. FABRIC TO WIRE,
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MATERIAL 8° TO 12° t 4
6' MAX, -
PROVIDE FULL WIDTH OF INGRESS/ S £

FGRESS AREA

27 X 2% WOOD POSTS OR

CONTRACTOR SHALL MAINTAIN TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTION ENTRANCE EQUIVALENT

DURING THE CONSTRUCTION PERIOD. CONTRACTOR/DEVELOPER SHALL MAINTAIN AND REPLACE

STRAW BALES TO INSURE PROPER EROSION CONTROL.

CITY INSPECTION RERUIRED ON ALL EROSION CONTROL

CITY INSPECTION REQUIRED ON ALL
MEASURES BEFORE WORK CAN BEGIN.

EROSION CONTROL METHODS BEFORE
OTHER WORK CAN BEGIN,

REVISIONS STANDARD DETAIL

APPROVED BY DATE

D. GEBERT 10/6/03

STANDARD DETAIL
FLTER FABRIC FENCE FILTRATION SYSTEMS

7/24701

7/724/01

1. Revised per 1st City Review Comments
2. Revised per 2nd City Review Comments
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FILTER SOCK WITH
OVER FLOW HOLES

-/

CATCH BASIN

CITY OF EDMONDS
SNOHOMISH COUNTY, WASHINGTON

STRAW BALES MAY BE USED IN
CERTAIN CIRCUMSTANCES (SEE
DETAIL E1.1.1>. THIS APPLICAITON

SWPPP NOTES AND DETAILS
| FOR
ECHELBARGER'S SHAW LANE

IN SE 1/4, NE 1/4 OF SECTION 30, T.27N., R.4E., W.M.
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TIMES DURING CONSTRUCITON -
PERIOD, S,
- S
, SﬁR\f\Gﬁ
DE\IELG%%%NTER
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SECTION 30, T.27N., R.4E., W.M.
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DRAINAGE CONSTRUCTION NOTES:

1. FOOTING DRAINS SHALL NOT CONNECT TO DETENTION SYSTEM.
FOOTING DRAINS FOR INDIVIDUAL LOTS AND DETENTION VAULT
SHALL CONNECT TO CB #5.

2. PIPE MATERIAL:
UNLESS CALLED QUT OTHERWISE ON THIS PLAN, ALL STORM DRAIN
PIPE MATERIAL SHALL BE PER C.0.E. APPROVED MATERIALS LISTS
MM=-1, MM—2 & MM-3.

UTILITY CONFLICT NOTE

THE LOCATION OF UNDERGROUND UTILITIES SHOWN HEREON IS

REMOVED.
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OLYMPIC BAPTIST CHURCH — EDMONDS
8713 220th STREET S.W.
EDMONDS, WASHINGTON 98026
PAVEMENT SECTION PER C.O.E. # E~2.1.2
ROOF DRAIN
TIGHTLINE TABLE
NOTES: LOT NO. | IE @ C.0. |IE @ STUB
STANDARD DRIVEWAY ENTRANCE PER C.O.E. # E2.26 1. THIS PROJECT HAS BEEN CLASSIFIED AS LARGE SITE PROJECT 1 86.7 86.9
FOR DRAINAGE REQUIREMENTS. REFER TO DRAINAGE REPORT FOR 2 87.0 87.2
DETAILS. 3 89.0 89.2
4 89.6 89.8
IMPERVIOUS AREAS 2. FINAL ENGINEERING MAY INCLUDE LOW IMPACT DEVELOPMENT 3 879 88,1
TECHNIQUES TO REDUCE THE STORM WATER DETENTION VAULT
ON--SITE SIZING 6 89.9 90.3
ROADWAY  0.143 Ac. '
SIDEWALK 0.025 Ac. 3. AMENDED SOILS TO BE PLACED UPON ALL LOTS AT TIME OF
LOT IMPERVIOUS AREAS (SF) LOTS 0.482 Ac. BUILDING CONSTRUCTION [N ACCORDANCE WITH EDMONDS
LOT  HOUSE DRIVEWAY TOTAL 0.650 Ac. REGULATIONS,
OFF—SITE ” 4. POWER, TELEPHONE AND COMMUNICATIONS SYSTEM WILL BE -
1 2,750 750 WIDENING 0.011 A INSTALLED UNDERGROUND AS REQUIRED BY CITY REGULATIONS. - \@%ﬁ P
2 2,750 750 : c. £ RN
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¢ 2500 1,000 TOTAL 0.034 Ac. FRONTAGES. ; o0 N
[} ¢ P C
6 2,750 750 5. FOOTING DRAINAGE FROM VAULT WILL BE CONNECTED TO CB #5. e S E;‘?w””
O A1
TOTAL 16,000 5,000 6. EXISTING SD BETWEEN PROPOSED CB#10 AND CB#12 SHALL BE NEV G@“\\\‘
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APPROVED FOR CONSTRUCTION

ROAD AND STORM DRAINAGE PLAN
FOR
ECHELBARGER'S SHAW LANE
IN SE 1/4, NE 1/4 OF SECTION 30, T.27N., R.4E., W.M.

CITY OF EDMONDS
SNOHOMISH COUNTY, WASHINGTON
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